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Plea for 


INFA 


GRACE, 
pleading the Divine Right of Cheiſtaa 


Infants unto the Seale off holy Baptiſme. 


Againtt the Rufticke Sophiſt and wicked 
Cavillations of Sacrilegious nabaptitts: 


Being the Summe of certaine Sermons had in tbe 
Par ifh-Charch of Cranham,ncere the City of Glou- 


cekſter, in Gloucefter-fbire,mith the exceptions 
of certaine Anabaptilts againft the fore · 
[aid Sermons, and the eAuthors 
anfwers thereunto, 


hie. feafonable for weake conſeiences in theſe un · 
ſettled times of Schiſme and Apoſtacie. 


Tuomas Wy NELL Minister of 
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Pr inte d Hall for the Author. 1642. 
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MY MOST INDVLGENT 
mother the Famous VNMIVRRSITIE 


on d, all flouriſhing encreafe of 


Divine Graces, and Jommendable 
_ Literature bewithed and 


rs and Brethren, 
57 Have with a mourn- 
full e ye, and a ſad heart 
beheld ‘the diſtracti- 
a ons of thefe times, and 

Se 5 ſeene the devill, that 
Mille-artifex:;. „ taking 


to erect his throne upon our wotull 
A miſeries. 


yer“ 2 if * 
TO | 
| | 
| 


call, muſt be takefi from the P Pope, ant 
4 ap tivitie. eremonies 
And cha Goſpell may ing) 
cher but let not 
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joy e with me (I pray) in pre- 
ſenting it to the Honourable Court 
of PaRIIAME NT. ‘Nothing i is herein 
(for ou diſſonant to the 
Orthöd x the firſt fruits of 
my chat ever ſaw light, and I 
Dedicate to my. deare Mother, 
knowing" fhall have an 
affe &ionate conſtruction put upon all 
mine aſſertions. I pray Ie i t it not be: a 
thought ambition in me; that I fue _ 


in favour, as I t all in love: 
What is amiſſe ip pray) correct, and 
right allow. And 
thus ( to retard yourmoreweigh- 
ty ments) bcommit you all to 
the ifpoe of Ifraels Keeper 
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CHRI STIA N. 

Grace, Mercie, Peace, Strength, 
Stability, and Setcledneffe;witha bleſſe 
e ncreaſe ofall heavenly giſts from tha 


oe by Gods Ordinances = 


8 to the ediſica - 


lun in Print in eat. 
Alert of (ontroverfie, dotb not onely 
bid batrell to the.oppofite party, but 
expoſe bim/felfe tothe critic 
47 And by how much any KV riter feekes the 
applaufe of mem in pablifhing bus workepsby fomuch 
the Rig bteous God muttes him looſer. And that 


worke 652000 moft profperdus, wherein least of 
fant, and of conference is foaghe and aimed at. 


poore Freatiſe of mine, though meane for phrafe, 


le, cond in times of 


The 


be lex. hereof, 


and the 


are 
iy iz. 
were un . 
the rd aræcf ua 
entring intaa un on their 
refolutions weregrown into 
4 great faction: Poverty of that 
| Schifme to ſpealẽ at ran they began to let flie 
againft the (Hurch a 
Mhereupon Ihegum ro q quire 
‘their Covenant, told ae 
whith (ander the\Gofpel)) 
ifthe MiniSterytwhichithey leave br falſe in che 
very keuflitusion uberd hij bern: Sacraments by 
needs be nullities; fo 
wow they having 
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to the READER. 


diverfe of them, which did fo puzzle them, that 
not long after fome of them fell upon this practice 

_ of fealing their covenant by Baptifme, renouncing 
their Baptifme in their infancy, as a nullity and an 
Iloll. and being demanded by the Magiftrates of the 
(ity of Gloucefter ( before whom they were con- 
vented ) who it was that advifed them unto this 
practice, they nominated mee to be the firft that put 
them upon it: Whereas I was fo farre from it, that 
Ibeld that the dangerous (ovenant of the Separa- 
tion Would neceffarily lead unto this. And more- 
over one Walter Coles of Painfewicke a Taylor 


(a man of good behaviour a long time, and 


efteemed by the godly and beft (riſtians) This 

man (Iſay) fell off firſt tothe Separation, ( where 
he had bis bane.) And God having given him ano- 
ther child, he refufed to have it baptized untill it 
could anfwer for it felfe, This matter fell into debate 
in Mr Wels bis Congregation at Whaddon, Pa- 
flor to the Separation there, where the ſaid Coles 
was a member. Nom Mr Wels and the Church. 
officers: of his diviſion ( forefeeing the ill conſe. 


quence of this buſineſſe) had reſolyed to determine Ry 


 againft the ſaid Walter: but this being perceived 
by the faid Coles, be deſired to goe out of the com- 
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tothe Ræ 


pany. And happy had it beene for him, if hee had 
returned to his former godly, and profitable courfes 
of doing good. But he goes further, and turnes 
plaine Anabaptiſt. And fo making a journey to 
London hee. brings downe one Thomas Lambe 4 
chandler (as it is reported) and one Clem: Writer a 
Factor in Blackwell-hall London (both Anabaptifts) 
into this Countrey. And I being in London, thefe 
two travellors ( by Walter Coles his directi. 
ont) came on the Lords-day to Cranham ( where 
Idid and dee ferve in the worke of the Miniftery ) 
and there the ſaid Lamb being in a grey · ſuitoſßers 
to preach in publike, but being diſappointed by Gods 
good providence of his Wicked purpoſe, be retires to 
a private houſe in Cranham aboveſaid, and by 


Preacbing there he fubverted many. And fhortly af- 


te in an extreame cold, and frofly time, in the 


2 night feafon, diyerſe men and women were rebap- 


tits. Aud they put on the huſine ſſe with ſuch pe- 


tized in the great river of Severne in the (ity of 
Gloucefter... And ſa at length returning from Lon- 
don, I found the face of things. much altered, and 
mam ſtrangely leaning to theberefieof the Anabap- 


remptory holdue ſſe, as i, all the, world had beene 
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The Epiſtle 


ſactrine VV herenpon to clear my ſelſe, and to fati fie 
"others, I undertooke the contyoverfie at Cranham, 
where they had left their poyſon. Aud vhen Iun- 


dertoołe it, the Anabaptifts from Gloucefter, and 
Painſwicke came to heare mee, and fet upon mee 
in the open face of the (ongregation, as foone as I 


came downe out of the Pulpit. I defired them to for- 


beare publique tumults, and to fend in their excep- 
tions against what I had laid downe for Pœdobap- 
tifme. And at firft they ſent mee in a paper With 
no hand to it: but this I rejected, and delivered back 


to them againe ; becaufe I knew no one of them 


“would Stand to it, when once the folly thereof was 


declared. At length I received about two fheetes of 


paper, and yet (though it came in the names of them 
all) there was but one hand unto the fame, and this 
(Champion doth fo ftoutly mannage the matter, that 
ſurely if his cauſe were fuitable to his ftomacke, nei. 


high time then for us to-beftirre our ſelves, vhen con- 
demued herefies hall. find ſueh bold abettours, and 


into the hearts of our Parliament to ſettle a Governe 


ment among us with fpeed, that out. facing impuden- 


cie may be called to an account, that truth and 
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The Epiftle tothe READE Rs | 


peace may dwell in our Land. And now (Gentle 
Reader) perufe the enſuing tractate, wherein if 
thon find any benefit, give God the glory, and af. 


ford mee. 


thy help at the Throne of Grace. And ye: 
1 have and do thon begin. „„ 
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ANTS 


INFA NTS. 


18, 195 20. 


All power is given unto Me in Heaven and in earth. 0 

Coe yee therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them 

in the Name of the Father, and of the Sonne, and x the | 

Hoh Ghost. 

Teaclung them to obferve all whasfoever I have comman- 
died yous And loe I am with you alwayes, evento ihe end 
world. Am EN. 


HE of Anabaptiſts i in 
former ages, and now in theſe our dayes, 
have made, and doe make this portion 
of Scripture their maine Fort, and ſtron- 
geſt Batricado to beat back poore, help- 
ese. and harmleſſe infants. from being 
x — conſecrated into Gods peculiar by bap · 
: tifine, though born ot Chriſtian parents. 
Now againſt cheſe unjuſt oppreffours’, and facrilegious 
I am now come into the field, to maintaine the 
chriſtiam birth. right of infants, whofe. parents are fealed un- 
to God, and of His Family: And to ſet them into their own 
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The Covenants Plena 


And becaufe fome of Satans troopers of late in mine ab- 
~ fence have made an in-rode into this Parifh, and by perver- 
ting of this Seriptute have carried away fome, and ſtag 
red many others, therefore I have chofento infilt upon this 
Text, to let all men fee how it makes nothing at all for the e- 
ſtabliſhing of their wicked purpoſe. mt 
This whole Chapter contains the Hiftory of our Saviours 
reſurrection, and a Rehearfall of what He did on earth be- 
tween the time of His triumphant reſurrection, and His 
glorious Aſcenſion. 99 
The former we omit forbrevities fake. In the latter, the 
Spirit of God relates how Chrift (being rifen from the 
dead, & by vertue of His reſurrection poſſe ſſed of all power 
and authority over all things and perſons, in heaven and in 
earth) gave a command, and commiſſion unto his Apoſtles to 
goe out among the Pagan-Gentiles, and plant the Goſpell 
àmong them, and not confine themſelves any longer within 
the precincts of Judea. And why? Becauſe all power is gi- 
ven unto Chriſt in heaven and in earth, which before was 
not given unto him. This is our Saviours preface, and it is 
a materiall paſſage, andthe ground of our Saviours fending 
of His Apoſtles to plant the Gofpell among the Pagan- Gen- 
tiles. Now all power and authority concerning the Church 
of God was conferred on Him for miniſtring the kingdome 
ot heaven among Jewes, and Gentiles. Auk hence obſerve 
this point for your inſtruction. 
Vis. That all power and authority concerning the Church 
of God was given unto Chriſt, and conferted on Him by 
vertue of His meritorious death, and triumphant reſurrecti- 
on from the dead. EH, 23. Y, 2.6, 9. compared with 
Adr i;. 33. 9:10. Luk. 24. 48, 47. 
And the reaſon is, becauſe thereby Chriſt vanquiſhed the 
enemies of our falvation, led captivity eaptive, received 
. gifts'for men, and became the head of the Church among 
But had not Chriſt this power from the beginning? 5 J 
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1. He had it in the mind and decree of His Father; for 
vae were choſen in Him, and He was ſtill the head of His, 
2. He had it vertually in His ſufficieney to vanquiſh ene- 
mies, and to deliver His choſen; for Hee was a lambe flaine 
trom the beginning. 
z. Actually; and by way ot execution among Iewes and 
Gentiles. without difference. He had it not, untill the time of 
His glorious reſurrection. Ad, 2 32, 36. For then was 
Hee declared to be the ſonne of God, and the Jewes Afeffi- 

4. Rom. 1. 4 bY 
Now this point may be put to ſundry good uſe. 
It may ferve to pierce the hearts, and foules of all 7% 1. 
wicked men, and move them to repentance, and 1 
ment of life. Ae. 2. 36, 37. 
It may ferve to deterre all Church enemies from their 7% a. 
furious, vainc attempts againſt Chrift, and His Gofpell. 

This ſhould teach us to yeild divine honour, and wor. / z. 
ſhip unto Chrift. We are to fet him up as the Lord of our 
faith, having His warrant for what wee doe in His wor- 
fhip under the Goſpell, making Him our King and Law- 
giver, and obey him in all things, that He ſhall fay unto us, 
depending upon him alone for ſalvation, as our All · ſufficient 
Saviour. 


Let us then labour to be ſo qualiſied, and fo to live, as Vie 4. 


that all this power of Chrift may be improved for our ad- 

vantage. Now if we would bee fo qualified, wee muſt fee 
that wee are true members of jeſus Chriſt. And the truth 

of this may be difcerned by our threefold oneneſſe with 
Chriſt. viz. 1. Of Spirit. 1 Cor. 6. 17. 2. Of image, Gal. 4.19. 
3. Of carriage. Gal. . 0. Now if wee ate thus one with 


CTC Cheift, Chrift will be Alſufficient unto us ꝛgainſt every evil 


and forall good things of ſoule or body, in life and death 
that we ſhall ſtand in need ttt. 
Ihis conſideration may laftly afford precious matter of Ve $< 
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The (Covenants Plea 


flirt planters of the Goſpell muſt no longer keep within the 
precincts, and borders of Judea, but goe out among the Pa- 


ſubſtantiall. and laſting joy. Pal. 118. 2223, 24. 
And let this ſuffice for the Preface. Wee are now to trcat 


of Chrifts glorious Commi ſſion unto His Legates and Apo- 
ſtles. Wherein before we come unto the particular {canning 


ofthe whole text, we will premiſe two things in Generall, 


which will appofitely reach the prefent controverfy be- 


tween us, and the Anabaptifts. 


2. The firſt Generallisthis, vie. That the Apoftles, and 


gan- Gentiles, and inſtruct them in the Myſtery of the Gof- 
pell, and ſo ſeale them alſo into Gods peculiar by baptiſme. 


23 The ſecond Generall is this, viz. That the Apoſtles 
had a Commiſſion from Chriſt to goe unto all Nations with- 
dut limitaion, and were not to take up their ſetled reſidence 
in any one Nation, but to travell from Countrey to Coun- 
e trey; their Commiſſion was ſo large and ample. They were 
for Spaine, they were for Rome, for Italy, tor Corinth, for 
Af for Macedonia, for Philippi, & c. And in this they had 
a 88 Commiſſion, which was to plant foundatioris 
w 


ere Chrift was not named, to beare the Name of Chrift 


before Jewes and Gentiles , to be the immediate pen-men 
of the Holy Ghoſt, to deliver unto them the immediate will 
of God concerning faith and worſhip, and to confirme their 


doctrine by miracles, as part of their extraordinary Com- 


miſſion. Now let the Anabaptiſts ſhew us any fuch Com- 
miffion among all the mopping apes of their Apoſtolicall 


inſtructers, by whofe miraculous endowments, they hope 
to fee all the world brought to the obedience of their faith. 
Now this fecond obfervation we ſhall not {peak of here 
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in this treatiſe; for ſueh was the impetuous madneſſe of the 


Anaba ptiſts at their firſt entrance into their new. way, (for 


young ‘beginners are moſt fiery ) that I thought it prudence, 


do forbear the further proſecuting of this text:for their obje- 


ctions would have been ſo many, that in anfwering of them, 
mine 


I ſhould have ſpent whole ſermons, and ſo have deprwed 
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mine auditory of more neceſſary inſtructions; and therefore 
Iteſolved to deale with them by writing, and to publiſh 
my Sermon-notes (or at leaſt the ſumme ot them) upon this 
firſt Generallʒ this being the very hinge, upon which the 
controver ſy betwixt us, and the Anabaptiſts is turnel. 
+) The firſt Generall point then is this, viz. That the Apo- 
ſtles, and firſt planters of the Goſpell, were no longer to 
keep within the borders, and precin¢ts of pudea, but to goe 
out among the Pagan-Gentiles, and inſtruct them in the my- 


ſtery of the Goſpell. and being fo inſtructed to ſeale them in- 


to Gods peculiar by Baptiſe. ek 
Now as this point ſtands clearely upon the text, fo other 
Scriptures ſufftage with it, as 16. 14, 18. Act. 10.34. 


38. Act. 13/47, 48. And this primitive adminiſtration of 


the Gofpell, unto the Pagan: Gentiles is called a bearing f 


Chriſts name before them. A4. 9. 13. And an opening of a 
doore of faith unto the Gentiles. Act. 14. 27. 1 Cvr. 16. 9. 
And here faith muſt be the doore of admittance. 
©) But to malte briefe way to the clearing of the truth, a- 


gainſt the obſtreperous elamours, and darkening cavillations 


of the Anabaptiſts, or oppo ſers of pædo · baptiſme, we are to 
confider, what the ſtate of the Gentiles was in point of reli- 
gion, befdre the Gofpell was preached among them by the 
Apoſtles, and firſt planters of Chriſts Kingdome, and then 
what their eſtate is now e the Goſpell is planted and 
they baptized ) in point of Religion. 
The ftate of the Pagan-Gentilesin point of religion , bee 


fore the Goſpell was planted among them, may be preſen- 


tedunto you in two Generalls, viz... pal 

1. They were without Chriſt, aliens from the Common. 
wealth of J/racé, ſtrangers from the Covenants of promife, 
having no hope, and without God in the world. Epbe/. 2. U 2. 


2. They had their viſible and Country -Idols, and 


were cattied away to dumbe Idols, even as they were led. 
had their A farb, the Moabites their Chemofi, the 
children 
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tete turned from their Idols, and called to faith in Chrift, 


before they ſhould be ‘Gods peculiar 


sade nigh by tbe blood 


children Cor. 1. 33. The Phili- 
ſtines their Dagon. I Fam. 5. 1,3. The 3 their Diana, ö 
Act. 19. And the Athenians their Hatch potch, 
Ibis was cheir ſtate in point of religion. And therefore is 
there any reafon, that theſe ſhauld be baptized, before they 


and repentance towratds God ? Surely none. And therefore 
Chriſt A end that ſuch ſhould he firſt made Diſciples, before 


they should he haptixed into the name of the facred Trinity. 


And the Apedles did, Fer its expreſſely faid, that many of 
the Corinthians hearing, —— and Were baptized. And 
there is good reaſon for this; oer 
Bink, its fic that — and 
(Gods profefied enemies) ſhould manifeſt their faith and re- 


by ba me. 
sheirkindced were ever betore i in the 
ſtate of C hriſtianity, from whence they might claime right 
‘anto\Gode feale-of Admittance. But nom a Church was to 
be raiſed of growne up to ycares, and fo canfeffion 
ot faith muſt be the ground of their haptiime, their parents 
being not baptized — and i in the tate of Chriftianity, 

But fecondly the condition of the Gentiles where the 
Goſpell is embraced, and they baptized into the Name of 


de holy Trinity,is not no the dame in 


For 
1. Firſt, it cannot be hid chat uch Gentiles are — 
ſrom the Common - wealth of without Chriſt, ſtran- 
gers from the Covenants of promife, Having. no hope, 1 
without Gad in che world, 
2. It camot be ſaid that fach Gentiles. have 8 
srey+Idols, by whichthey are carried away, ſceing they are 
from them, 1 2. o. 

3. It muſt needs be acknowledged that fach Gentiles 
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through Chriſt by the Spirit. verſe W. ug 


Infants; 
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4. It muſt needs be acknowledged, that ſuch Gentiles 
are no more ſtrangers, and forreiners, but fellow - citizens 
with the Saints, and of the houſhold of God, and are built 
upon the foundation of the Apoſtles and Prophets, Jeſus 
Chrift himielfe being the chiefe corner ſtone. Eph. 2. 19,0. 
5. It muſt needs be acknowledged, that ſuch Gentiles art 
all baptized into Chriſts body. 1 Car. i 2, 1 3. Fal. 3. 27, 28, 29. 


Nou bring me any ſuch Gentiles as theſe, among the Pagan- 


Gentiles, before the Goſpell came among them, and Was 
embraced by them. And therefore theſe things being conſi- 
dered, who but a ſlupid dolt, and perverſe wrangler, can 


hence conclude, that infants of Chriſtian parents ſhould bee 


debarred from the Sacrament of Baptiſme in their infancy- 
And the teaſon is becauſe their parents are not now found 
in the ſtate of heathenith Paganiſme, (as were thaſe a- 


. mong whom Chriſt fent His Apoſties before they recriued 


Chriit and His Goſpell) but now they ſtand in Grace, and 
le with God, as His peculiar people, holy, and be- 

Nou, albeit itis a truth, that all children of baptized! pa- 
rents ate baptizable, and to be baptized, yet to prevent im- 
pertinencies, and all col laterall cavillations, I propound the 


queſtion concerning pædo- baptiſme in theſe termes, viz. 


Whether children of holyeſt parents in pureſt Churches are 


to be baptized in their infancy? 


The point between us and the compleat Anabaptiſts is 
fimply concerning pædo- baptiſme, If my controverſy lay 
with the Semi-Anabaptiſts, I would lay my propofition in 
other termes, but the compleat Anabaptiſt doth hold, that 
no child in inſaney is baptixable. let his parents be never 
holy, and let the adminiſtration be never ſo pure. 
_ Now we maintaine the affirmative of this queſtion againſt 
the Anabaptilts upon theſe 


Firſt, becauſe Infants.of Chriftians are holy. 1 7. 14. Reafon 
cum Rem 


Bapti/mi 


And a recepta ad 
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wminifirationem is an invincible argument with St, | Peter. 


10. 7. 2 
Can any man forbid water, that thefe ſhould not be bap- 
tixed, which have received the Holy Ghoſt, as well as wee? 
0b. I but, fay our buſy-Anabaptiſts, there was a viſible 
manifeſtation of the Holy Shoſt in a miraculous manner, up- 


tboſe that Peter ſpeales ob there there is no manifeſtati- 
on of the Holy Ghoſt, upon Infants of Chriftian parents in 


their infancy, more then upon Infants of Turks and Pagans, 

Sol. I anſwer, that there was a manifeſtation of the Holy 
Ghoft, as well to the eye of ſenſe, as to the eye of faith, but 
here to the eye of faith only. That was miraculous & extraor- 
dinary;this oraculous & ordinary. And a ſtanding Oracle is as 
much to be credited as a Miracle, it not more; For miracles are 
but ſecondary confitmations of divine faith, but Gods writ- 


ten Oracles are primary. Manifeſtations of holineſſe may be 


fallacious, but Gods Oracles are certain, and can never de- 
ceive. And the finger of God hath written bolineſſe upon 
Infants of Chriſtians, and Van (Gods Embafladour ) hath — 
proclaimed it unto us, A writing, and a proclamation, that 
the heilith fpite, and virulent tongues of clamouring Ana- 
baptiſts, fhall never be able to obliterate of diſanull by their 


daſtard ex poſition of this facred Oracle; forcing it to {peak 
the ſtrange language of a ſeduced Anabaptiſt, and not the 


heavenly language of the facred Scriptures, a practiſe plain- 
ly diabolicall and helliſh. But put cafe (oh monfter!) that 
God the Father, God the Sonne, and God the Holy Ghoſt 
fhould come unto thee, and fay, thefe are holy children. 


-Doeft thouthink Gods meaning were, that they are no ba- 


ſtards, but lawfally begotten? Surely, it that fhould be Gods 
meaning, He ſhould not ſpeak according to the uſuall lan- 


guage of his owne written word. For tell me, where Gd 
termes children holy, for their being meer legitimares? Canſt 


thou bring one texrofScripture, where children are ſaid to 


be holy, unleſſe it be in relation unto the holy Covenant un- 


Ger which they were borne? And if God fhould fay that nch 
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Infants. 


childr en are holy, becauſe of the holy Covenant, under 


which they were borne, (as children are ſaid to be holy for 
that only reafon in the Scripture.) Did not God in this fay 
unto thee,I have fet thefe children apart unto my felfe? Pſal. 
4. 3. Did not God in fo fying fay unto thee, fet them apart 
unto Me as My Portions And how wouldeſt thou fer them 
apart unto God, but by putting Gods ſeale upon them? Well, 
we need not ſuppoſe Gods ſpeaking thus unto thee, for 
God doth fo ſpeak unto thee, and unto all men in this ſacred 
Oracle. And on children of Chriftian parents it muſt ftand, 
as an unchangeable Oracle, that they are holy. is 
~ Queft. But (fay Anabaptiſts) that children of Chrifti- 
ans are holy, the text is expreſſely cleare; but what holineſſe 
doth the Apoftle meane? 


Sol. Lanfwer,thatdoubtleffe the Apoſtle meanes ſuch 


holineffe as the Prophets in the old Teitament doe meane, 
when they call the children of Gods Covenant · people the 
holy ſeed. Not holineſſe by legitimation, as Bellarmine the 
Jeſuite, and his difciples the Anabaptiſts dreame, but ſuch 
holineſſe as hath the promiſe of the kingdome of heaven. 


Ob. I,butfay"Anabaptilts, thefe were not children in 
propriety of ſpeech, but young beginners in Chriftianity, 
and fuch as were little in their own eyes, as Matth. 18. 1, 6. 

Sol. The ſtories are not the ſame; For it's ſaid in Mat. 
18. that Chrift called a little child, and (et: lim in the midueſt 
Hu difciples to teach them humility, and in the other pla · 
- oes, that we have cited ( Marł, io. Matth. 19. Lui that 

they children Chriſt that He fhould dlefJe theme 
And to 
ſpeech in theſe texts, is juſt like their other ſtuffe Fo 
1. In the places that we have quoted its ſaid , that tbe 
children were brought unto Chriſt, not led and preſented 
n borne to Chriſt, as wee beare 


deen newly borne, 03 3 The: 


Mark. 10. 13, 16. Matthi19. 13, 14, 15. Lak. 18. 15, 16,17. 


y that the words are not taten in propriety of 


2. They. were fuch ag d.. termes Ariens: 


>) 
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their one 


up in his armes. And thus you {ce how theſe ſhuffling 


ſelves. 


‘meant of Chi 


the pro 
But the end wherefore wee all 


| ‘Tighe unto Baptifme, why then do you not 


body, t Cor. 11. 25, 28, 2 


The difciples blamed thoſe that chem: And 


would they blame men for bringing young beginners in 
in Chriltianity, weake Chriſtians, oy ſuch as were little in 
geſture: of Chriſt proves A180 to be children 


eyes unto Chrift ? 
impropriety of {peech. For itis ſaid that & brift tookethem 


4. The very 


juglers will catch at any thing, and fo can they alleage — 
ture, they care not ho little it is to purpofe ; fo they may 
puzzle others, and avoid the teach againtt them= 


Bur cafe ( fay they we he places tobe 


ren im propriety of fpeech, how can you 
hence conclude, that —— to 

Sol. Very well; for if the Kingdome of God, which is 
per inheritance of Saints, doth belong unto. them, 
then the ſeale and e ce thereof is theirs in all equity. 
d thefe Scriptures, is to 
unto children by Pau, 


prove that the hol ineſſe attribu 


1 Cer. 7. 14. is the holineſſe of “fk of Gods Kingdome, or the ho- 
lineſſe of Gods 


grace, under which thefe children were 
borne, a the children of the Covenant by birth, beeauſe 
borne of a parent in covenant. And infants are no where in 
‘Seriptare phraſed holy, but in relation to the holy Cove- 
nant, under which they were borne. And fo from the cove- 
nane their title ſtands good to the initiall Nr thereof, 


vhich under the:Gofpelt is Baptifme. 


If the holinefie of the Davenent ¢: 


fſupper unto them alſu. 
er belongs onely undo uch 
as ¢an ſpiritually clves,and difeerne the Lorde 


"Now the kamm alk inchis ix. Children of Chriftian 
parents are holy ( by vertue of Gods holy Covenant) in 
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DOr thus more largely, viz, 
the 


Whenfoever perfons appeare unto the Church ( under 
 Gofpell ) to be holy, by vertme of Gods holy Covemane, 
then the Church us to baptize lech perfant..- 
But Infants ef Clriftians, even in their infancie are per- 
Sons that appeare unto the Church( under the Gofpell) 
t be bal by vertue of Gods holy Covenant, Ergo, al 
The Charch under the Gofpell u 10 Baptize infants of 114 
iftians in their infancie, 
a ft, But how do Infants of Chriſtians appeare unto 
the Church under the Gofpell to be holy 5: prove that (fay 
they ) and we havedone. | | 
Sol, I anfwer, that perfons may appeate to be holy unto. 11 
the Church (under the Goſpell) two Wayes, vid. ain 
10 1. Senſitively. by their words and pious actions, a 
and this is the only way that the Anabaptiſts do know, 
4 for they are altogether led by ſenſe i and thus Infants of 
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Cbriſtians neither do, nor can appeare unto the Church Wit 
(under the Gofpell) to be holy. | 


2. y, by vertue of a Divine Oracle, ane 
thus children of-Chriftians appeare unto the Church 
(under the Goſpel) to be holy. The Holy Ghoſt hath 
engra ven this Oracle (1 Cor. 7. 14.) upon ſuch children. 
And ſuch children da utter this Oracle in the circumciſed 
cenres of all underſtanding Chriſtians, though Anabap- 
tiſts heare no ſuch voyce. And let theſe ſuffice for our 
firſt ground. 127 | 
Secondly, Infants of Chriftians are to be baptized in their p, afon 2. 106 
infancie, because they are ſubjects capable of it. Now — 
that they are ſubjects capable of this initiall feale in their ai 
infancie, appeares conſpicuouſly by Gods expreſſe com- THe 
mand, that the infants of Jews, & their profelytes ſhould be 
circumciſed in their infancie. If they had not beene fubjefts. 
capable of it, God would not have commanded it. hut Sd 
did command it, and therefore they were sa 
0 


ofit. And theſe infant were not therefore capable, 


fo 
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; of Gods Coyenant with Abraham, and their Fathers, which 
“were ſealed unto God by Cirecumciſion, and in Covenant 
‘with him. For the Text ſaith not, Thou fhalt keepe My com- 
mand therefore, but then foale keepe My Covenant there. 0 
fore; thin, and thy feed after thee, in their generations, Cen. 
179. implying, that this command had reference to the 
Covenant, and was part of it. For here God is to be confi- 
dered, as God in ‘covenant with His people, and all his 
commands are branches of His Covenant, all grounded upon 
‘His free grace in ſeſus Chriſt. and there fore in the next verſe, 
vi, b. 10.) Hee calls Circumciſion by the name of His 
Covenant, ſaying, Thi i my Covenant, which ye al Kiepe 
Leimen Mee and you, aud thy feed after thee: every man- 
child among yon ſball be cix cumcifed. And to put the matter 
cut of all doùbt, that Cireumeiſion is called by the name of 
the Covenant, the Lord ſpeakes expreſly afterwards, ſay- 
ing, Aud My Covenant foall be in your fleſb, v. 1 3. to teach 
us that the Covenant made infants capable of the feale, and 
not Gods gneere (Mandamus ,-as our abſtracting Anabaptifts 
play with notions: And ſo they will confider God here in 
is abſolute prerogative, and not as in Covenant with this 
5 people. Whereas theScale can be nothing, but a confirma- 
tion of che promiſes of Grace unto ſuch as have the promi- 
ſes made unto them. So then the promiſes of grace made 
theſe infants ca pable of having the promiſes confirmed unto 
ö them by Gods ĩnĩtiall ſeale. Now what ſeale fhould be au- 
ttskeentique in Heaven, and feale up divine promifesunto per- ; 
Ions under the promiſes, or in covenant with God, that de- 
pended upon Gods inſtitution. Nowẽè God inftituted Cir- 
cumcifion, and commanded it to be imprinted on the fieth 
of his people in covenant, as the proper ſubjects capable of 


the ſame. So that the command that the Anabaptiſts talke of 
‘fo much, are the words of inſtitut ion, it being Gods prero- 
ative incommunicable to inſtitute Sacramentall ſignes; be- 
cattle’ He onely can make them effectuall to ſupernaturall 
nde, and give the things ſigniſied therebsꝛ. 
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for Infant. 


Now Circumciſion did bind the circumciſed to the 
obedience of the whole Law, Gal. 5. 3. And ‘this obliga - 
tion was laid on very Infants before they could have any 
knowledge ot the Law. ail: 
And againe, Circumeifion is a ſeale of the righteouſneſſe 
of faith in the Meffias, Rom. 4.11. And this ſeale was im- 
printed on very infants, before they could have any actuall 
faith or knowledge of righteoufnefle. 
And unto this obedience and faith, the Covenant (under 
wich they were borne) had bound them, though the ini- 
tiall ſeale had beene denyed them. Such an Anabaptiſti- 
call wickedneſſe could not have put theſe infants into the 
condition of aliens. The Covenant it ſelfe would have 
bound them to faith and obedience. And the Covenant it 
felfe would have made them capable of Gods faving mercy, 
though the initiall ſeale had beene denyed them. Such an 
Anabaptiſtirall cruelty could not have blocktup heaven 
againſt them. Conſider this you ſtout Champions for Hell. 
which do what in you lyes to make Gods Covenant of free 
grace void, and of none effect unto his people. And to ſtop 
the courſe of Gods mercy unto the ſoules of men. 
Well, the being of infants in covenant under the Law 
made them capable of Circumciſion, the initiall ſeale of the 
Covenant. To bé in Cavenant then with God makes amar 
capable of the initiall ſeale in infancie, according to the mi · 
niſtration of Chrift, under which he is borne, i. e. whe- 
ther the miniſtration be of Chriſt to be exhibited in the 


fleſh, or of Chriſt already exhibited in the fiefh. The 


ſubltance is the fame. The Covenant is nothing but 
Cbriſt miniſtred. Whether it be mans Saviour to come, 
that is miniſtred (as to the Jewes and their proſelytes in 
types ). or mans Saviour already come be miniſtred ( as to 
Chriſtians without types in cleare demonſtrations) in the 
ordinances of Grace, yet it is the fame Saviour Jeſus Chrift, 


The fame yefterday , to day, and for ever, Heb. 1 3.9. (ite. yp | 


In the Ordinances of Grace in times paſt, preſent and to 
D | come, 
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come, nothing hath beene, is is, or ſhall be miniftred ( for the 
eternall Giliafion of the ſoule) but Jefas Chrift. The Cove. 
nant now and formerly with Jewes is the ſame, in relation 
to the eternall — ot the foule. For. 

1. The foundation of the Covenant is the ſame, as Gods 
fret eternall, and unchangeable love to his elec. 
2. The occaſion of the Covenant the fame, as mans mi- 
fery by his fall in the loynes of Adam: of which this Co- 
venant of Grace is a pregnant, and merciful remedy. 

3. The Author isthe fame, as God gracious, merciful, 
flow to anger, pardoning iniquity, &c. 

4. The thing promifed is the fame, as Chrift the Redece 
mer, and Saviour of mankind. 

3. The ſpirituall efficacie of the Ordinances she: fame, as. 
the mortification of thefleth, and the renuing of the creas 
ture to Gods Image in jeſus Chrift. 

6. The ſubject's the fame, asa peoples in Covenant with 
God to yeeld obedienceto the faiths) 

7. The end Cajus the fame, as the glory of Gods mer- 
cy to His Elect. and theunexcufe ofthe Reprobate. 
8.. Finally, the end Cwithe fame, as Good workes here 
in this life, and the eternall 


bleſſedneſſe in the liſe to come. 
Onely Gods manner of miniſiring man fot 
his eternall ſalvation isdiverfe, — to the diverſitie 


of Chriſts ſtate: vi. as not incarnate. and to come; or incar- 
nate and already come; and ſo the miniſtration i is diverſe 
in the Ordinances of Grace. 

Before Chriſt was eome in the geſh all the Ordinances: 
of Gracedireéted the eyes of the faithfull unto Chriſt to be 
exhibited for their ſalvation & redemption. ( And therefore 
all the Ordinances: of grace muſt needs be ty picall) And this. 
did quiet their confciences,and filled their hearts with joy. 
And ſince Chrift is come, all the Ordinances of 
Groos ſerve to.confirme the faithfull in this point, and mi- 
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15 
us to reſt in Him for Redemption, and ſalvation, and to ex- 3 
ct no other Saviour. 70 
Now if Infants under the ty picall miniſtration of C hriſt 
were capable of the initiall feale ofthis Covenant ( becauſe 
borne under this Covenant) in their very infancie, when * 


they could declare no right they had unto it, but their birth; 
then Infants of Chriſtians under the Goſpel, borne undet the 
fame Covenant of Grace, are capable of the prefent initiall 
ſeale of this Covenant, though they can ſhew no right they 


ſtians. The mani feſtation of faith is no more requifite to the 
adminiſtration of Baptiſme unto ſuch as are borne Chriſti- 
ans, than it was to the adminiſtration of C ircumeiſion unto 
ſuch as were born jews. But as ſuch as were made Jewes had 
Circu mcifion ad miniſtred unto them becauſe they teſtiſied 
faith in the Meſſias, and ſuch as were borne Jewes had it by 
birth, as children of parents in covenant, So fich as are 
made Chriſtians are to have Baptiſme miniſtred unto them. 
upon the teſtimony of their faith, but ſuch as are borne 
Chriſtians are to have it by birth, as children of parents in 
Covenant with God, and of his houſhold and family. For 
as it was a rule of old, that nemo circumeidendus qua Infans, 
or, qua adultus, but quatenm faderatus. So now, nemo 
baptizandus qua infans, or qua adaltus, but guatenus fe- 
deratus. Now if infants of Chriſtians appeare unto us to be 
fæderati (as they do) then we ate to adminifter baptiſme un- 
to them in their infancie. Baptiſme herein anſwering to 
Circumciſion. And fo the fond quære of the Anabaptiſts is 
groundleſſe. What (ſay they) ſhall we ſeale a blanke ? But 


this queſtion implies this blaſphemie, namely, that Gods 


written Covenant is a blanke. for Gods covenant is written 
upon the children of parents in covenant, as Chriſtian pa · 
rents are in covenant. And if ſo, then their infants are in eo- 
venant, other wiſe the parents are not in covenant. For 
though it follows not, children are in covenant with God, 
theretore their parents are in covenant with God, for 
Abraham 


— 


have unto it, but their being born of ſuch parents as are Chri- 
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Abraham Was in covenant with God, but his father Terah 
was not: yet it follows undeniably, parents are in Covenant 
with God therfore their Infants are in Covenant with God. 

Now then the Infants of Chriſtian parents have the Co- 
venant of Grace, written upon them by birth, becauſe chil. 
dren of ſuch parents. And becauſe their being in Covenant 
in their infancy appeares unto the Church , therefore the 
Church is to baptize them in their infancy ; for when perfons 
appeare unto the Church tobe in Gods Covenant of Grace, 


then the Church is to put the Covenant under feale unto 7 


them; and tis their due, and the Churches duty. 
Aud ſo in the buſineſſe of pædo- baptiſme, wee are not to 
looke to the tighteouſneſſe inherent in the parents, nor to 
the righteouſneſſe inherent in the infant (for of neither of 
thefe can we have certaine and infallible knowledge ) but 
tothe righteouſneſſe of the Covenant, or to the free grace 
of God in Chriſt, as Rom. 4. 11. where Circumciſion is cal. 
led, the feale of the righteouſne ſſe ot faith; And therefore 
the feale of imputative righteouſneſſe. And hence is the 
groſſe miſtake of our Anaba 2 They thinke that the effi- 
cacy of Baptiſme is grounded on the practieall righteouſneſſe 
of the creature, manifeſted in words or Well ¢€ which 
ſtinkes of Popery all over) but orthodox Chriftians in the 
buſineſſe of pxdo-baptifine doe look to Gods Covenant of 
free Grace, and fo prefent their children unto Gods mercy, 
and Fatherly love in ſeſus Chrift, our Righteoufhefie, Cove. | 
nant, and atronement. 

And albeit our infants have wol 
5 manifefted unto us by their words or actions. yet God hath 
righteouſneſſe to be imputed, by vertue of His Covenant of 
Grace (faying; I will be dy God, and the God of their feed is 
thein generations:) And therefore we dedieate our children 
unto God in their infancy by Baptiſme. * 
Now our Popiſh Anabaptiſts cannot endure to heare of 
Circumeifion, as if that fhould be to the Jewes before Chriſts 
inecarnation, the fame with. unto — 
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fer Infants. 


Oh they labour tocry downe this, as the groſſeſt abfardity, 


that ever was uttered by the tongues of men. But this is no 
new thing, for the old heretiques lieretofore did lead upſtatt 
punies in the right way, how to faſten themſelves to their 
owne errors, and Popifh pride. * 

But I pray what difference between thefe two, fave in 
the outward ceremony? For was not Circumcifion a ſacra- 
ment of entrance into the true Church of God before Chrifts 
incarnation? And is. not Baptifine the fame unto us Chriſtians 
fince Chriſts Aſcenſion 

Why doth the Apoſtle call baptized Chriſtians, circum- 
eiſed Chriſtians, and Baptiſme by the name of Circumcifion? 
Col. 2. 11, 14. 

Was not Circumciſion a ſeale of the ſame juſtifying faith, 
as Baptiſme is now unto us? Rom. 4, 11. 

And in a word, did not Circumcifion ſigniſie the mortifi- 
cation of the fleſh, and the renewing of the mind. and fo. bind 
over the Jewes unto the obedience of Gods will? Rom. 2. 
28,29. Gal.3. 21. And doth not Baptifme the ſame now? 
Rom, 6. 3,11. 1 Pet. 3. 21. 
Nou fhewus any ſubſtantiall difference between thefe 
two Sacraments; for if there bee no ſubſtantiall difference, 
then without controverfy there is a ſubſtantiall union. You 


ay, there is a wide difference ; for the one was the cut- 


ting off ot the fore: skin of the fleſn, and the other is a wafh- 
ing with water. So fay we, but this difference is but ceremo · 
niall; but as an initiall ſeale, how differ they, or in any other 
fpirituall effect neceſſary unto ſalvation? When we look up · 
on Sacraments, we doe not look upon them by halves, as you 
Anabaptiſts doe, and detaine our ſenſes in the bodily. pard 
of them. We look upon the myfticall part of them, as they 
are of ſpiritualluſe to confirm the Covenant of Grace, and 


to further a man in the way to Heaven. And ſo circunſciſiun 


was that unto the ſewes before Chriſts incarnation, as Bap- 
tiſme is to Chriſtians fince. | ae) 
Now to overthrow this, Anabaptiſts uſually alleadge two 


things, vid. Firſt 
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Firft, they alleadge that Baptiſme cannot be the fame unto 
Chriſtians ſince Chrifts incatnation, as Circumciſion was un- 
to the Jewes before, and why ? Becauſe (fay they) Circum- 
eiſion was to be adminiltred unto Infants, on the eighth day, 
but Baptiſme is not to bee adminiſtred unto Infants on the 
eight day. 15572 
Sol, This objection proves nothing againſt the point in 
hand, for the eighth day fell out to bee in fuch a time, 
wherein the Infants could male no ſacramentall uſe of the 
Sacrament of Circumcifion, and they were a blanke in their 
fenfe, as much as our Infants. Under the law they were to be 
kept from Circumcifionuntill the eight day for a ceremoni - 
allreafon. Levit. 1 2. 2, 3. And this makes nothing at all a- 
gainſt hat we have faid, touching the ſubſtantiall identity 
of Circumciſion and Baptiſme. For things that doe differ 
eircumſtantially, may yet be altogether one in ſubſtance. 5 
Secondly, they alleadge that under the law females were 
not circumcifed, but under the Gofpell they are baptized. 
Sol. Weanfwer,that this(neither )makesnothing againſt 
the point in hand,whichis pzdo-baptifme; for grant that the © 
proportion holds between Circumcifion and Baptifme, were 
it but in males, this were enough to refute their owne con- 
eluſion. For this would inferre that the ſtate of infancy doth 
not male perſons uncapable of the initiall feale of the Co- 
. venant of grace under the Gofpell. But they oppofe pædo · 
baptiſme in males and females. But we anfwer that under 
the law the females were circumcifed in the males, as the 
Church is circumeiſed in Chriſt. The males bearing the ty pe 
of Chriſt upon their fleſh, and the males and females in ma- 
trimoniall conjunction repreſenting Chriſt and His Church. 
And unto this the Apoſtle alludes, Epheſ. 5. 22, 33. And 
| now fach a typicall difcrimination of fexes being removed, 
. A ‘Chrift exhibited puts no difference in Baptiſme between 
: males and females, Gal. 3. 27, 28. So then the argument 
ſtands good, that Infants are capable of Baptiſme, becauſe 
Dorne under the Covenant of Grace. 
Thirdly, 
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for Infants 


- Thirdly, Infants of Chriftians are to be baptized in their Reafon 3. 


infancy, becaufe we have divine warrant for it. For the text 
here (Matth. 28.19.) imports, that all the children of the 


Chriftian Church are to be baptized. And Gods Covenant of 


grace with the parents, put under feale unto them by Bap- 
tifme, doth neceffarily put the Intants of fach parents under 


the fame Covenant of grace; as the feed of ſuch parents. For 


to grant, that baptized parents are put under the Covenant 
of grace by divine warrant, is to grant that the children of 
fach parents are put under the fame Covenant, by the fame 
warrant. For the feparating of Children from parents in 
Covenant is to diflolve that Covenant .which God made 
with Abraham in the promiſed feed, for the eternall falva- 


tion of jewes and Gentiles. Now the very being of the pa- 


rents under the ſeale of this Covenant doth prove unanſwe- 
rably, that their infants are in this Covenant. And if this 
proves the being of Infants in Covenant, then it proves un- 
anſwerably their right of having the Covenant put under 
ſeale unto them by divine warrant; and ſo (by nece ſſary con- 


ſequence) their: divine right unto Baptifme. For by birth 


they are in the Covenant, becanfe borne under the Cove- 
nant, as children of fuch parents, And admit the parents 
unto Baptiſme upon the teſtimony of their faith, and that 


brings the children of ſuch parents into the Church by births: 
fo then baptize the parents, and thereby of neceſſity you 


make the Intants of {uch parents baptizable by divine war- 
rant, and it cannot be avoyded.. Nf 


Now that Math. 28. 19. doth warrant our baptizing of; 
Infants whofe parents are baptized, may thus be evinced and 


made good; viz; 


All true members of the Chriftian Church are to be bapti- ö 


zed by Chrifts warrant in Matth. 28. 19. 
Fut all Infants of baptized parents are true 
Al Infants of baptized parents are 10 bee baptized by 

in Matth. 28. 19. 


members of the 
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The — I thus prove, 
That propofition whofe contradictory us falſe, and al ſurd is 
4 true propoſition. 
But the contradictory of this 
A ergo. 
Ti Minor propoſition is a trus propofition, 
Novy che contradictory of this Minor propofition is this, 
viz. Some Infants of baptized parents are not true members 
of the Chriſtian Church. But this propofition is falſe, and 
abſurd, and as much as to ſay, as ſome Infants of baptized pa- 
rents are Aliens, Pagans, and Infidels. fy a 
Thus then L argue, vs. 
Infants of baptized parents are either true members of the 
Chriftian (lurch, or elſe they are Aliens, Pagans, and 
_ Infidels ;there tno medium, there % no neuter. 
But Infants of baptixed parents are not Aliens, Pagans, 
Infidels. Ergo. Pir 
| Infants of baptized parents are true . the Chriſti. 
2 Church; And ſo by neceſſary conſequence Chriſts Com- 
miffion, Matth, 28. 19. is a divine warrant, for the bapti- 
zing of Infants, whoſe parents are baptized. Now let the 
Anabaptiſts ſne w us any child, or infant of baptized parents, 
that is not a true member of the Chriſtian Church, and prove 
him by the word of God to be no member of the Chriſtian 
Church, and we will not baptize that child. 
Again, to contrive my Syllogiſme in another mood, which 
may as well accompliſh my purpoſe, and prove that Chriſts 
Commiſſion for baptizing, is for the baptizing of Infants 
whoſe parents are baptized, as well as for the baptizing of 
the alien upon the teſtimony of his faith in Chriſt. 
All true members of the ¶ hriſtian ¶ hurch are to bee bapti- 
Fed by vertue of Chrifts ( ommiffion in Matth. 2819. 
But ſome — — of baptized parents, are true members of — 
Chriffian Church, Ergo. 
Some Infants of C iſtian parents are to be baptized by ber- 


— 


Minor propefision is falfe, and 


a 

| 
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‘the of Cheifts Commi ſſion — 
No that fome infants of Chriſtians are true nladen of 
theChriftian Church may thus be proved 
Al true members of Coriftin the ¶ burch are true 
of the Chriſtian Church. 
. Bat [ome Infants of baptized parents are true members 4 
oor) Chrifhintbe Church, ergo. 
Some Infants of baptized parents are members of the 
Chriſtiun Church. N 
Now then if Chriſts Commiſſion ab. 19. 12 that we 
ſhould baptize all true members of the Chriftian C hurch;and 
that fome Infants are true members of the Chriſtian Church, 
then fome Infants of Chriſtian parents are to bebaptized by | ng 
vertue of Chriſts Commiſſion. Mat. 28. ig. And this proves 1. 
that perfons may be baptizable in their infancy, and ought to 
be baptixed. 

And as for what you inftance from the practiſe of the 4 =| | 
poſtles, that will not ſerve yourturne. For the Apoſtolicall | 
Miniſtery lay, in gathering of a primitive Church from Ju- 
daiſme and Paganiſme. But inſtance in the practiſe of ordi- 
nary paftours in a Church gathered (as the Church of Co- 
rinth, or any other mentioned in the new Teftament ) and 

bring me thence but one inftance, that any children (whofe 
e were baptized, and in the ſtate of Chriſtianity) were 
eld back from baptiſme, untill they could give an aceompt 
of their faith in perſon, and then you will ſpeak to the pre- 
ſent condition of Gods Church in theſe times. But this you 
cannot doe, and therefore in mee een extraordinary inftances 
into an ordinary eanon, to binde all the Churches of God 
unto like practiſe, is to overthrow the nature ot Gods Cove- 
nant of Gract and to make that a perfonall Covenant (i. e. 
to terminate in the perfon baptized )whichGod hath made 
ſociall, i. ¢. to beleevers and their feed jointly faying, 
I will be thy God „and the of thy in their generate | 
Ons. 
05 for this Common inche 28. of Matth. verſe 19. 


a0. univerſall belonging to 


— 


— 
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the Miniftersof Chrift under the Goſpell, unto the worlds 
end · And of theſe Miniſters, ſome are extraordinary, and to 
ceaſe; and ſome are ordinary, and to continue. So then in 
this hore Commiſſion, here is fomewhat Apoſtolicall, and 
peculiar to extraordinary Miniſters, which cannot be apply- 
ed unto, nor expected from ordinary paſtours in ſetled 2 
ches; As to plant foundations, to work miracles, as proofes 
of their immediate calling from God, to be led by an uner- 
ring ſpirit in delivering immediate oracles from Chriſt, as 
ſtanding canons of divine faith, and worfhip, & c. And fo 
their practiſe was extraordinary, and no ſuch thing is to be 
expected from ordinary paſtours, but to build upon the foun- 
dation, which the Apoſties laid. Now the Apoſtles com- 
mitted the Churches gathered unto ordinary paſtours and 
teachers , which muſt in the work of the Mini- 
ſtery, where the Apoſtles left, for the edifying of the body 
of Chrift, &c. And that this is ſuch an univerſall Commiſſi- 
on (as we ſpeal of) the Apoſtle Pan makes cleare, and puts 
it out ot all doubt. Epheſ. g. 8,13. where he expoundes the 
meaning of thisCommiffion. For whereas Chriſt in this tet 
Chere) faith l power u given unto Me, goe yee therefore 
and teach all Nations ec. Paul upon the fame ground and 
ocealion faith, when He afcended up on high (meaning Chrift) 
He led captivity capti ve, and gave gifts unto men, &c. And 
He gave fome Apoftles, fomeProphets,and fome Evangelifts, 
and fome paſtours, and teachers, for the perfetting of the 
Saints, for the work of the Miniftery, for the 2 of the 
body of Chriſt, c. For how long? Untill the tnd of the werld, 
faith Chriſt. Dutill all come in the unity of the faith, and 
of the knowledge.of the Sonne of Cod unto a perfect man, unto 
the weafure of the ſtature of the fuiueſſe of C hriſt, ayes Paul. 
See then what conſuſion the Anabaptitts doe {peak , when 
they urge from this text Apoſtolicall imitation in ordinary 
paſtours, without diſtinguiſhing of what is herein peculiar 
do extraordinary Miniſters, and what is common to Apoſtles 
and ordinary we This I thought good to ſpeak, to 
prevent a miſehiefe that might be fall unſtable ſoules (t 
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for Infants. 


the jugling fraud and eunning eraftineſſe of the Anabaptiſts 
77 of a right underſtanding of our Saviours — 


this text. Por they will hence take occafion to cryup Chrifts 
Commiffion unto His Apoſtles in Matth. 28. 19, 20. viz, of 
making men Difciples.. before they could bee capable 
of Baptifme , putting no difference between thoſe that 
areto — C riſtians of Aliens, and thofe that are borne 
Chriſtians of Chriſtians: and al ſo putting no difference be- 
tween the Apoſtolicall miniſtration and the Paſtora ll mini- 
ftration, and ſo by a confuſed urging of the text in the ſtrict 
letter, they feduce many an unſtable ſoule unto their hereti- 
call practiſe of rebaptizing. Whereas could they but look 
upon this Commiffion , as an univerſall Commiſſion, they 
would foone difcerne the fraud of thefe men, and would not 
bee catried away by them. Chriſtians then in theſe dayes 
fhould labour, to be men in knowledge, and not bee alwayes 
children toſſed to and fro, and carried about with every wind 
7 dottrine, by the fleight of men, and cunning craftineſſe where- 
y they he in waite to deceive, Epheſ. 4. 14. Seducers have a 

fleight,-;whereby they can deceive children i. e. men of little 
knowledge in divine myſteries, and of an unſtable and wa- 
vering mind. Thefe feducers can uſe the Seriptures, as the 
juglers uſe their dice. For as the jugler hath a fleight to 


make his dice to turne up what may ſerve his turne, to de- 


fraud ſuch as he playes withall, fo ſeducers have a ſleight 
(hen they deale with men of little knowledge and of a 
wavering minde) to make the Scriptures ſpeak their one 
language, for to winne men unto their party. And the me- 
taphor is here by the Apoſtle taken from the jugler, for hee 
faith, & 77 Men deceive novices and un- 
grounded Chriſtians. But how? In the dice. playing of men. 
And ſo our Anabaptiſts meeting with Novices and ungroun- 


own principles and language, to deceive men and lead them 
into dee, And therefore I thought good to acquaint you 
with the trae meaning of this text, the jugling Ana- 
baptiſto per vert to ends, and doe not make it 
Dion | | 3 {peak 


. 


ded chriſtians, will make this and other Scriptures ſpeak their 
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do-baptifme, 


women) as any among the Anabaptiſts, to fay no more. Wo 
have thoſe that dye dayly unto ſinne, and are vexed in ſoule 
to ſee the abominations of others. Againe wee have thoſe 


ſoules, and ſeek the 


ak the mind of Chriſt, but the language of their own ſe- 
uced and feducing hearts. And tis blaſphemy to fay chat a- 
ny text of Scripture doth {peak their helliſn prineiples. Sim- 
ple ones may be carried ‘away With their good words and 

ire ſpeeches, but grounded Chriſtians know, and fee their 
juglings and method of deceiving well enough. The text 
warrants and commands the baptizing ot all true members 
of the Chriſtian Church. And therefore it warrants the bap» 
tizing of Infants of baptized parents: and this Inference ean- 


notibeavoyded, And ſo much for this third reaſon for pæ- 


Fourthly, we baptize Infants of baptized parents, becauſe 


the Lord doth ordinarily make our baptizing of Infants effe- 


ctuall to the proper ends, whereunto true Ba ptifine is ap- 

Now the ends are, to put on Chriſt. Gal. 3. 27. To dye 
unto ſinne, and to live unto God. Rom. 6. 3, 4, 5. 1 Pet. 3. 
21. And God doth ordinarily make Baptiſme effectuall unto 
theſe ends, in per ſons that were baptized in their infancy. 
For among thoſe that were baptized in their infancy wee 
have as humble, meek, and mortified: Chriſtians, (men and 


that beare upon them the markes of the Lord jeſus. Their 
lives are holy and lovely. They are ſound in the faith, grave 
in their behaviour, and ready unto good work. They 
deny themſelves, they advance free grace, they afflict their 
peace of HMieruſale m. 

Ordinarily our miniſtery doth gaine them, and fweetly’ 
winne upon them, they grow in grace, and fabmit unto. 
Gods word in all duties. And certainly God doth not ordi- 


narily work by a falſe miniſtery, and a falfe Sacrament. I 


ſay God doth not thus ordinarily by falſe and unla w full 


meanes, though fometimes He brings light out of darkneſſe. 
Now challenge all the Brown 


otid to anſ yer me though nothing bee 
| — more 


ifts, and Anabaptiſts in the 
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and Baptiſme, as falſe and Antichriftiane 


1 Certainly God old not ordinarily give teſtimony to a 


falfe Miniſtery. and falſe Sacrament by making them effectu · 


eraments are appointed in the Goſpell. 
The Apoſtle Paul uſeth this very argument to prove his 


all to the proper ends, whereunto the true Miniſtery and Sa. 


An I not an Apoſtlel Am I not free] Have. I not feen 
Chrift ou Lord] Are not you my work. in the Lord? If I bee 
not an efpoftle to others, yet doubtleſſe I am to you., for the 
feale of mine Apoſtleſtip, are yee in the Lord. 1 Cor. 4. 15. 

Fiftly, and laſtly we baptize Infants of Chriltian parents, 
beeauſe it is the practiſe of other reformed Churches, which 
a om hath bleffed inthat way with great increafeof heavenly 
> Now if we fhould forbeare by vertue of a divine reſtraint, 
(as we pretend) then wee fhould lay iniquity. upon whole 
kingdomes, and godly ſocieties, as taking liberty where 
God hath put a reſtrai alt. 
And how ſhould we juftifie our practiſe, and condemne 
theirs, by the word of God? For they would tell us, that we 
put reſtraint upon mens conſciences, where God hath put 


more rife with them then to condemne our Miniſters 


ealliũg to be right, and from the Lord, 1 
eſuus 


Reaſon 5. 


none. And that we miſinterprẽt the 28. of ¶ Matth. verſe 19. 


And that our inter pretation ot the text is abſurd and ridicu- 
lous, and that neither Chriſts Commiſſion, nor the Apoſtles 
practiſe doth any way countenance our cauſe. 


plainly derogatory to the Majeſty of the holy Scriptures, 


in faying that children of a beleever are faid there to bee 


holy in oppoſition to baſtardy, as if they were holy for no 
other more noble cauſe, but for their being meer legiti- 
mates: a notion too low for the Spirit of divine Oracles, a: 


notion plainly ridiculous in the apprehenfion of every ordi- 


nary capacity, the Scriptures no here terming children ho- 
ly, but for the holy Covenants . 


/ 


Againe, they would tell us that wee doe evade the evi- 
dence of i Cor.7744>.againk us, by a baſe and beggerly fhift, 


| ake under which they Were 
: ack in borne. 
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Bdrney Now fot us ko pretend Apoſtolicall imitation, and 


walking according to Chriſts primitioe Commiffion, and 
yet to put off Apoftolicall Authority with ſach a baſtardly 
goſſe, would give other Churches (which we oppoſe) juſt 
éanfe to think; chat our way is rather a diabolicall dehifion, 
then an ordinance of Chrift, and that phantaſticall humours 
de facher ſway witkußz, then conſtien ee. 
i! Agante; they would rell us chat our way of rebaptizing 
hath been afwayes condemned. in all teFornied Churches by 
the holleſt and ableſt Chriſtians for an hereſie, and that pædo- 
baptiſme was never ſo condemned in any reformed Church, 


but practifed and maintained as an Ordinance of Jefus Chritt 


under the Gofpell, and that God ordinarily hath bleffed it by 


ſame effectuall, to the comfort and ſanctification 
Furthermore they would tell us, that denying Baptiſme 


unto Infants of baptized parents is grounded upon an hellith 
foundation, and is the inlet of many hatefull herefies, which 


have been alwayes tound with the abettours of this practife, 
though at their firſt entrance into this trade, they have not 


been ſd vile and loathſome. Vet for the maintaining of this 


Sabbath, the perſon of the Holy Ghoſt, & c. I ſay (though aa 


way (when oppoſed by the Churches and Miniſters of 


8 they bave been enforced to hold many groſſe and 


palpable herefies, which our Anabaptiſts will be driven un- 
to, though as yet they deny not the doctrine of predeftina- 
tion, oxiginall finne in Infants, the morality of the Chriftian 


yet they feem to be more tolerable) they muſt be driven unto 
thefe and many mot ſuch abominations, or elſe they cannot 
holduptheittrade, 

Finally, they would produce many learned authours, that 
have condemned our practice, and refured our tenents, 


Which to this day are not anfwered, by any of the contrary 


party. Now for us to make fo pitifull afchifme from all the 

A ‘harches of God, and not to reſute thoſe that have written 

againit us, would argue rather obſtinate folly , then conſci- 


Aud fo much for thiefirft Generall. THE 
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arguments , and reafons that hee delive- 
red in publiqne » for to prove the lawful. 


of Infants Baptifme, with 
ons 


Anfmer. 


A full reply to your anfwer ; vindicating ee argue 
ments, and reafons for pedo-baprifme, againſt your 2 


Anabaptiſt. 


Fi argue the difference of ſtate ana ties of the 
us now under the 
Gofpell. For you fay that they-were {ach xs had.thesr ſeverall 

and were rangers to the Common- 

f cach, nile warlde anſmer 


unte 
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unto this, Firſt we grant, that this was the generall ſtate and 
condirion ef tlie Pagan-Gentiless but there were many parsicu= 
lar perfows C. aind bers in the vere 
men: fearvag God, and [uch as wert called ont of the Laie 
of Pagam{me unto the prefeſſion of the Gofpell, and therefore 
they were not all under Paganiſime, and yet we doe not find that 
any of the feed of thofe perfons were baptized, but only [uch 


beleew 
thas * * To. 2 and. 


Well. If this were their ſtate in generall, that is as much 
as Irequire. And for inſtances, they 
cannot infringe the truth of an ordinary and generall canon. 
However, to the point. She Wone example 
feed of Cornelius, or Gf any. Je or Gentile converted to 
Chriftianity were baptized, when they were able to anſwer 
for themſelves and not before. and then (and not before then) 
the cauſe is yours. John Baptif# baptized a world of people. 
And from John Baptift to the end ot the Ad, was about 
forty yeares: But fhew that any one of the pofterity of thoſt 


were more then thoſe Job» baptized, Fo. 4. 124) I fay, give 
one example of any one fuch baptized , when growne up; 


andthen you {peak to the purpofe. Elfe give over calling 


for examples. 


dition of them all in particular, as well a in generall, yet thus 
would make nothing for youn pur poſe. For wee CGentsles are all 
Generally aé bad in our naturall condition as they were, and me 
are {uch asknow nut God, nay are open and profeſſed enemies to 
God, as well the feed of beleevers as otherstund therefore ſceing 
our condition by nature i the fame with the Pagan-Gentiles, 
I know no reaſon why we (fo long as we rewaine in aur natural 


) foould huve greater priviledgesthen they 


at any of the 


John haptized, or of chofe the Diftiples baptized ( who 


Aber further. Admit we grant you that were the cen- 
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29 


the holy Ghof had any where given commiffion for st in Scrip. 
sure. And therefore untill you can prove a difference between | 


ou in effett as good 


_ Here (as a man more then confident of his cauſe) you ſeem 

to grant your antagoniſt more then is required. Here you 
have found out an argument, which in your opinion is more 
then demonſtrative. And oh how happy is your Church in 
having fo mettalſome a champion, that is able to fay fome- 
thing, that your Apoſtolicall fraternity be nottroden down 
of the Idolatrous pædo - baptiſts. But, however your words 


them and us by nature, J 


may paſſe in your Church, as oracles: yet wee (the maintai- 


ners of s Covenant ) judge your affertion in all this 
prattle to be but an aſperſion. And either make your charge 
good, or elſe we will look upon you as an agent for the 
ill, and not for Chrift..Prove that all the children of be- 
leeving parents are open and profeſſed enemies to God. 
' Shew where the Scripture fo termes Infants of Chriftian 
parents, feeing ſuch are borne Chriftians,and called 4%, 
Saints. 1 Cor.7. 14. You fhew your felfe to be an open and 


profeſſed enemy to the holy {ced , in caſting fo foule a te- 


proachupon perſons, that God hath fo highly honoured. 
And as much may 


termes them no where open and profefied enemies to God, 
though you ſ | 
porary. Nor did this eftate debatre them from being fealed 
into Gods peculiar in their infancy, by the ſeale of His holy 
and etetnall Covenant. Now if you ſay that ‘infants in their 

infancy, muſt not be baptized fe they cannot under 
ſtand the meaning of that myfticall Ordinance, nor have 
faith to apply the promifes therein held forth; by the fame 


reafon the Infants of the Jewes ſhould not have been circum- 


be faid of the Infants of the ſewes, names _ 
ly that they were borne in originall Gnne; yet the Scripture — 


7 the promiſes made unto them were but tem · 


ceiſed. for circumciſion had in it the ſame eſſentiall myſterxñ 


with Baptiſme. though held * in a type. And 
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of feed you may behold the Covenant of Grace eftablithed, _ 
and fet up, had you any {parke of {pirituall difcerning in yon. 
For fo did S', Paul. E phef. 2. 35 4. Cre. And had you learned | 
the language of the Scriptures, you might truly fay that the 
ehildren of Chriftians are Chriftians by nature, and not fin- 
_ ners of the Pagans; asthe Apoſtle ſpeakes of the Jewes, fay- 
ing; we are Jewesby nature, and not ſinners of the Gentiles, 
Gal. 3. 15. Here Jewes by nature, and finners of the Gentiles 
ate oppoſite members. But how were they ſewes by nature? 
Surely, as 8. Peter ſpeaks, becauſe they were the children of 
the Prophets, and of the Covenant, becaufe borne under the 
holy Covenant. Act. 3. 25. And how were not the Jewes 
finners of the Gentiles? Surely Divines (whom you may 
feém fooner to refute then underftand) tell us, that ſuch s 
were borne Jewes had not their finnes imputed unto them, 
otherwife they were borne in originall finne as well as the 
Gentiles, but the holy Covenant of Grace was eftablifht up- 
on them, which Covenant was appointed ‘as aremedy to 
free them from originall corruption, and to reſtore them to 
‘Gods favour. But this is a kind of language which you Ana- 
baptiſts haply doe not underſtand. For had you any know- 
ledge this way you would not reafon fo wildly, and turne 
Gods Covenant ont of doores; by putting no difference’ by 
nature between fuch as are born Chriftians in the Chirch,un- 
der the holy Covenant;and fachas are born Pagans, out of the 
Church, & ſtrangers from the covenant. And therefore fecing 
by nature there is fo wide a difference between ſuch as are 
born Chriftians, and ſuch as are born Pagans, you in effect as 
good as fay nothing. For God hath engraven His Cove- 


nant upon the Infants of Chriſtians, and made this knowne 


unto his Church, and therefore the Infants of €hriftians are 

to have the priviledge of Baptiſme in their infancy. But God 

~ hath not His Covenant upon children of Pagans, 

therefore they ate not to have it; untill they teſtiſy faith and 

— And this covenant written upon children of 
0 in their infaney, is the Commiffion that the Hol 
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Gboſt bath given in Seri pture for baptizing Infants of Chri- 10 
ſtians in their infancy.1 Cor. 7. 14. And now I pray put your } 
heads all together, and let me heare what you can fay againit 11 


this. But go on. 


— — 


| 
eAgaine farther. This argument sis but hu- | 
mane — doth tend to the ——— of a ree in- | 
fiitution,which may not, nor ought not to hetunles you can prove | 
where and mben the holy Ghoft bath or doth exprefly lay down, | 
er give commiffion for the alteration of that expreffe inftitn- 
tion that Chrift gave unto His Difciples, to teach and inſtrutt 
all Nations 10 obferve and follow the rule that they left them. 
And therefore the alteration of times, and ſtate i not {ufficient 
to alter a divine infistution, untill it be altered.by. divine Au- : 14 
thority, by which it mas at ſirſt commanded, As for inflance, 3 
Suppose the King fhonld eſtabliſb a Law, and an Act of Par- 
Lament, for the. prattifing of any particular action in the 
Land, and the camſe may be removed, for whichthu Law was 
eftablifoed, yet this Act doth ſtil remaine in force to be pra- 
Gifed, untill the. Autbor thereof doth difanull it by proclama- 
tion or alteration, Co in like manner, Chrift batheftablifacd at 
an Inftitusion far Baptiſime, and confirmed it by. the Apoftles | ani 
prattice, according to their commiffion ; and therefore, untill 10 
Cbriſt doth difanull this Iuſtitution, or alter it, mee. may not, 
vor dare not to alter it, upon paine of openrebellion againſt the 
King of Heauen ; let the time alter never fo much ; that 1 | 
not aground ſuſſicient ta alter an Inſtitutian. And this for ane 
Lfwer unto your firft,and chiefeſt Argument. Now to pafe 44 
manyigroundleff[e, and ſenſuall arguments, which are not. | 
worth anfwering, becaufe they favonr of nothing but cenfue 
ving ; we deſire to come to your chiefeft reafons, wherefore Ina N 


fants foould he Apt 


a No Argument that is truly dedutted fromthe Striptures of 
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Bak this Argamen 


the ſame in point of religion, as is the ſtate of the Chriftian- 


dumbe Idols, even as 
de Gofpellis planted, are not of this condition in 


mine, againſt which you exce 


Argument of mine 
fe the of Gok: Ered, 


Argument of ine, which pow except, not 


‘from conception. 


And then againe tus, vid. 


70 
— 


Ar that is from the Seriptwres of God 


of mine, again which yee-except, is 
dedutted from the Scriptures of God: r 
Ti Argument of mine, againſt which you except, cannot 
everthyow adivine Inftitutions 


let mee but prove the Minor Propofition, ior 
ate overthrowne irreeoverably, though. you ſeeme to be 
armed with Law and Gofpell againſt us. Well, che point 


that I have to make good is this: namely, that the Argu- 


ment L here uſed, was truly deducted from the Scriptures of 
God. And to make this good, the very rehearfall of what 

I aid will de enough, without any more adoe, The ſumme 
of what I:faid was, that the ſtate of the Pagan Gentiles be- 
ſore the Apoſtles planted the Goſpell among them, was not 


‘Gentiles, Where the Goſpell is embraced, and they bapti- 
red. Now I repreſented the ſtate of the Pagan · Gentiles 

unto you in two particulars. 1. I told you that (before the 
‘Gofpell came among the Pagan. Gentiles) they were with- 
out Chriſt, being aliens from the Common; wealth of Iſrael, 


25 and ſtrangers from the covenants of promiſe, having no hope, 


and without God in the world. Eye, 2. 13. And I am ſure 
this ĩs no humane conceipt unleſſe the Oracles of God are hu 
mane conceipts. . Iſaid againe, that before the Gofpell 
came among the Pagan - Gentiles, t ied away to 
they were led. 1 Cor. 12. 2. Neither is 
this any humane conceipt. Then flnally the Gentiles where 
point of 
religion, 
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religion, but in covenant with God, and of Gods ſamily and 
houſhold. as yon may fee in my Sermon - notes prefixed. 
of Matti 28.19 you ſen 
the text. For no argument truly deducted fromthe Scrip- 
ture, can overthrow the ttue meaning of ang — aed And 
fo it your manner of baptizing (which you would have to 


be warranted by that of our Saviour att. 28. 19.) will not 


ftand with the nature of Gods covenant of Grace, among the 
Gentiles, where the Goſpell is planted: then Chrift meanes 
not your way of in Charcher, where the Goſpell 


So then this a of mine tends not to the 
overthrow inſtitution Chriftin Aar. 28.19. but 
for the refuting of your wrong interpretation 


of the text, the true meaning of which text you may after- 


wards-fee in due place. For (ic (hould fem) thisis the kt p. 


ing ol your fong,and afterwards iterated againe and againe. 
And:for me to run over the fame things againe and againe, 
would argue me to be as void of mater, as you are of reafon.. 
But, I pray, one thing more... What are thoſe ſenſuall and 
groundleſſe arguments of mine, that you fo fleightly paſſe 
over, as not worth the anſwering? I termed: Anabaptiſts in · 

deed a monſtrous broode, facril theeves, — 


cgious 
Doe thefe: favour of nothing bat cenſuring? 
eſe the ſenſuall and groundleſſe arguments you mean? 


in the CMeffiiae, were ſpirituall and eternall promites. C 


33. 38. At. 3. 25, 26. Hen. 16. = 
untouched 


not becauferhe argument — — 
leſſe, but becauſe you cannot — 

that eircumciſion was the ſeale of the righteoufne fle of firth, 

and that this feale was imprinted on — Infants in their in- 
fancy. And is this a —— ſenſuall argument, not 
worth the arifwering? Alas, alas, you cannot anſwer it. And 
or can my doctrine 


mult ſtand gods 


But I argued that the — — made unto the jewes 
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its View it over againe, and conſider it more puingually. 


} Hodton, an And then haply you will either be f Hod/on-peevifo,cr of 2. 
3 * nother e And now having made {6 manly an encounter, 


Glcefer let us fee whether your valour will endure the brunt of the 
grownac as battell. Let us — your killing 
fons, that I had for pado. baptiime. 

nee he wa 


Reales 1. fay that len ure holy 
you m;. 


Ales. 


I did not fay that children are haly , that's too -generall, 
but that ren ot Chriſtian parents are holy. And wee 
therefore ſay fo becanfe the Apoſtle Yan the pen - man of 
the Holy Ghoffpeaks it. And fo-when you aske me, what 
Imeane by hulineſſe in this difcourfe , you demand with- 
all what the Apoltle meanes by it; for I only relate bis 


the meaning of the Prophets, when they · ſaid that the lewifh 
- Infants were holy, berauſe borne under an ‘holy Covenant. 
Iewes by nature. and not finners under the Gentiles. So the 
meaning of the Apoſtle is, that the children of Chriftians 
are holy, i. . Chriftians by nature and birth, not ſinnere 
of the Pagans, unto which Pagans God hath not ‘committed 
His Oracles, nor — and 
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words. The meaning then of the n poſtle is the ſame, as was 
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7 truly hol but race for by nature wee are all filt | and 
— top 5 toe; and by this ground we draw 7. — 
V 


bor parents * which toaffirme u moft groſſe and falſe, and 
| 


noleffe then igh blasphemy againft the Spirit of God, and the 
Lord Jeſus Cbriß. Mio yal 
20 

j What holineſſe we meane you may fee in our anfwer ims 
mediately going before. Bun it we ſhould fay that it was in- 


nity eAnfwer, De 


ward holine fle, How doth that inferre that grace muſt come 


ſucceſſively. from parents? Seeing parents and children doe 


not derive inward holineſſe and grace from one another, but 


as joint · confedetates they both derive and draw holineſſe 
from the Covenant of Grace under which they both ate. Fot 
the expreſſe words of the Covenant, are. / will be thy God and 
the God of thy feed, jointly, as co-pattners in the fame Cove- 


nant. And therefore you erre not knowing the Scriptures, 


nor the nature of the Covenant. The Sadduces endeavouring 


to overthrow the doctrine of the Reſutrection. dte an ata 


gument (ab abſurde) wherein there were more words then 
matter (like the arguments of ycu and your brethren of the 
feparation) Matth. 23. 23, 28. thinking to puzzle their an- 
ſwerer with multitude of words, ſeeing they wanted weight 
of argument. So you uſe many words, and ſport your ſelves 
with your owe fancies! But as Chriſt anfwered the Sadduc 
ces, that they did etre, becauſe they neither knew the Scrip- 
tures, nor the power ot God. So ſay I to you, that you theres 
fore erre, not knowing the Scriptur 


es, nor the Nature at 
e And who 


Gods Covenant of free Grace with His peopl 
wrongs Chrift think you? Nou or You in making thie 


grace of God of leſſe extent by the comming of Chriſt, in ſet e 
ting Mofes above Chriſt? For Meſes allowed Infanta t 


Gods Covenant people the initiall ſeale in their infancy, 


but Chrift denies it unto them, if your Diinityl will hald 
cleareneſſe 


and 


Or I in ſetting Chriſt above Miſes, both for 
Gori 


extent of grace Now if miniſtra 
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ford unto the Infants of Gods Covenant · people the initiall 
Seale, and Chriſt denies it in His rere ration, then 
ſutely the ſhadow is to bee preferred before the ſubſtance. 
And herein you thew yout ſelte to bee as ſtout an advocate 
for the obſtinate Jewes, againft Chrift, as if from them you 
had received thirty peeces of ſilver to betray Him. But what 
high blafphemy againſt the Spirit of God, and the Lord Jeſus 
iſt have you found out i pray you? Oh this, namely, that 
children ſhoul i draw grace from their parents loines. ht 
ho aſtirmeèes this, you or 1? if i, then the Apoſtle affir mes 
ie; for 1 only ſaid, that children of Chriſtian parents are holy, 
and fo ſaies the Avoftie? And is the Apoſtle an high blafphe. © 
met in faying fo? But goe on, I pray, I know you love not to 
delntenu pted in ſo weighty a caſe of confcience, as this is. 
CA gaint, if this be true then the unbelieving wife t made 
boly too, and fhee be baptized aswell as the children, al« 
though foce be an infidel ta againft your owne affirmas' 


Ae. DRAM 
Nis true: that children of Chriſtian parents are holy (if that 
be your meaning) and upon thi are to bee baptized, 
an is ſuld in my Sermon · notes. But how doth it hence fol- 
lo, chat the unbeleeving wife (though holy to the beleev· 
ing husband) is therefore as well to be baptized, as the chil- 
uren of the beleeving For the Covenant is, I will be 
thy God and the God 1 will be thy God and 
the God of thy wiſe though an inſidell. It's one thing to be 
under an holy uſe, another thing to be under an holy conditi- 
tion The beleeving party is ſaid to have a fanctified ule of 
che inſi dell. but the inſidell is not ſaid to be holy, as the chil 
dren arc. For faid — bee 
unto the parents , bi in ſelves, by rea ſon o 
Roly Cod under which they were borne, as children of 
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In the originall the anbeleeving party is ſaid to bee holy 
not to, but in the beleeving 
ſolutely conſidered were ſanctiſied in another, for wee 
are ſanctified only in the Lord Jefus Chriſt; but as cone 
ſidered in the relation of husband and wife in law full ma- 
trimony, ſo the infidell party is ſanctiſied in the beleeving 
party for con jugall ſociety, and for raiſing up ot an holy 
feed unto God. And if you can but look into the originall, 


and confider the ſcope of the place, you cannot but faffrage 


with me. But goc On. 
Anabaptiſt. 
But you (ay it n ſuch am bolineffe as hath the promifes of the 
Kin en ae If fo, then thus we afirme, that all thofe 
to whom the promi(es of the & ingdome ofbeaven are made, une 
to, foall have it made good unto them, and fo confequently all 
the children of one beleeving parent at leaft , al alfo goe to 


This we ſay that all the children of one beleeving parent 
ſnall goe to heaven for ought you or I know. We are in cha. 
tity fo to judge, fo to hope. You can fay no mote for fuch 
as profeſſe themfelves to bee beleevers then that you 
hope the beſt. So may, fo mult we hope of ſuch children 
Could wee tell which were which, and did wee know that 
ſuch a child neither had grace, nor ever ſhould have 
but were a reprobate, We muſt not baptixe that child. But 
ſith that is motethen wee know, or can know : Therefore 
ve ftand bound to baptize all children of Chriſtians. leaſt 
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a parent in Covenant with God , and joint-confederaten, 
party. Not that one of them ab- 


wee ſhould deny to elect children the feale of the Cove: 
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lineſſe in that place, but of fuch an holiueſſe as ts. oppofite te 
wncleannef[e. For the Apostle doth anſwer an objection as ſome 
| > of the beleeying Corinthians might make concerning their pre. 
a fent condition : , whether they might live with their wives 
| | | pa they being converted, and their wives infidels. Now the 
Hud Apoll doth anfwer them, that they might live together; for 
— gomverfion doth not difanull matrimony If fo, then your chil, 
Aren were unclean, but now they are holy. That u, they are pour 
children. being lawfully deſcended and borne of your loines,and 
| 5 are your children and being foborne are accounted holy in 
Apoftles eſtimation. | * 
Auſwer ea 
And Weaffirnie the fame with you, that children of Chri- 
Rian parents are holy, as holineſſe is opoſite to uncleanneffe, 
That is, oppofite to Idolatry and Paganiſme (as Idolatetr? 
and Pagans are ſaid to be uncircumciſed and uncleane) which 
is of larger extent then bodily uncleanne ſie. But I conceive 
your meaning is, that children of C hriſtian parents are holy, 
that is, they are no baſtards, but lawfully begotten, and ſo 
holineſſe here ſhall be oppofite to adultery, fornication, and 
bodily uncleanneſſe only. And fo Lamb your founder in bis 
ditections to you expounds the place. But as ke that aſſe how 
he can make good his expofition, And his letter will anſwer 
you, that you mult take it upon his word, or elſe he knowes 
not What to ſay to you. And I beleeve you had this deep 
Divinity from that letter, for that letter beares date Feb. 11, 
Ann And your papers beare date Alarch. 22. Anno 
_ 4641. So that allowing aconfiderable time for the comming 
of his letter from Lenden to yous you might have time e- 
nough to malte uſe of your inſtructions. And ſo as your Re- 
ligionis grounded upon Scripture Fete it muſt bee 
_ maintained by Scripture perverted: perver ſeneſſe being the 
foundation of your Church , perver ſneſſe mult bee your 
weapon of defence. But in this expoſition both you and 
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- children borne ofunbeleeving parents are all baltards, whic 


may overthrow all ſucceſſion in Kingdomes, and inheritans 


ces, and by this Divinity all the primitive Chriftians were 
baſtards, becauſe borne in Paganifme: And Abraham the Fae 
ther of the taithfull was a baſtard too, becanfe his Father 
was an Idolater. But I pray how doth yotir reafon prove 
your aſſertion ? You fay in effect that children of one beleev- 
ing parent are not baftards, but legitimates, and that this is 
meant by the holineſſe the Apoſtle here attributes to chil+ 
dten. And why? Becaufe (fay you) that the Apoftle ‘doth 
here anſwer an objection as ſome of the beleeving Corin. 
- thians might make concerning their prefent condition, whe- 
ther they might live with their wives now, they being con. 
verted, and their wives infidels. You fay the Apoftles an- 


{wer to this is, that they might live together, becauſe con- 


verſion doth not difanull mattimony. Well; this reaſon con- 
ſutes your owne aſſettion, for it implies that infilels may 


live together in matrimony; bow then can the children of 


ſuch be baftards? Mutt not then their children law fully de- 
ſeend and be borne of their loines? Tbus you ſpeak contra= 
diction. And where find you any fuch language as yours, in 
the Scriptures? What authours have you confilted for the 
meaning of that text. 1 Cor. 7.14, Param tells us that 


ſuch children are not uncleane, but holy i]. e ſaies he, not pa - 


gans, but Cbriſtiant. Tremelius ſuith, that the children are 
faid to be holy, becaufe they are partakers of the holinefle 
ot God in the Church (e federe) by the Covenant. Bezs 
ſaies the children are holy. i. e. In promi[fione cenſeant ur 

Cc. they are judged to be in the promife, becauſe unto eve⸗ 
ty beleever it’s ſald, 7 will be thy God and the Ged of thy feed. 
Peter Marty? thus. This holine ſſe is beleeved to bee, that 
theſe children doe appertaine to the Church of Chriſt. Ci. 
vin ut in Ectieſa repurentur: i. e. That they might 
be reputed Saints in the Chixch. And you confeffe that fuch 
children are holy in the Apofties eſtimatibh And if the Apo- 


ſtle eſteemes them Holy, then God 
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And are not ſich children fo begotten of per 


oF your d 


_ Shildten doth not ariſe from that one parent was a 
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take them to bee, according to the conſtant phrafe of the | 
Scripture. For where faith is, there Chriſt is, where Chriſt is, 
there the holy Covenant is but faith is with the beleeving 


parent, therefore Chriſt and the holy Covenant is with him 


Alo, and the Covenant is, I wil be thy God, and the God of thy 


feed. Therefore the holineſſe of children (that the Apoſtſe 
here {peaks of mult needs be holines peculiat to the children 
of faithfull parents. But holineſſe of children by legitimation 
is not unto children ot beleeving parents. For 
e civill heathens, and Pagans, have not men their 
own wives, and women their own husbands? Are not thefe 
joined together in lawfull matrimony ? And ate not the 
children that iſſue from men and women fo joined, their 
own children lawfully deſcended, and borne of their loines? 
in wedlock 
therefore holy; becauſe lawfully-defcended , and borne of 


their Joines ? If to bee meere legitimates bee to bee holy, 


then the Apoſtle doth predicate no peculiar thing of the 
children. of Chriftians, more then 1 be faid of the children 
of Pagans, begotten and borne in wedlock. Then the Apoftle 
need not to have faid that now they are holy, fecing one of 


Vos is a beleever, for they were holy. before, if legitimation 


‘would make them holy. But let Pareus, Tremelius, Bera, 
eter Martyr and Calvin hold their peace, and letus a little 
care What yeur worthy Founder Th. Las ſaies for the true 

meaning of the Apoltle, in this text. vic. 1 Cour. 7. 14. Thus 


8 


faith he, for the 2 Cor. ig. I ſay that the holineſſe of the 
did rom that owe parent mas beleever (as 


a7) the unbeleever, was fantti- 


by-or to thebeleever, which contd not have been ifthey had 

mot been lawfully. pre the holinoſſe aſ the - 
ee pere can be na other but that which s eppofed 
Here thiswile man asintains the contradictory 


Concintion, He ſaies that the holines of the 
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or Infants vindicated. 
But how proves be this Surely teſimonium dicenta is full 
enough, he being a man of ſuch an infallible à ſpirit, that a 
bare I Gy I muſt ſer ve your turne. But whence. then doth 
this holine fle ariſe / From this ( ſaies he) thatthe unbelee ver 
was ſanctified to or by the beleever. Very good / becanfe 
the unbelec vet was ſanctiſied to the belcever , therefore the 
children of ſuch were holy. And why was the unbelee 
fanctified to the beleever #. Was it not becauſe hee was a 


things are pure. Tit.. 15. Now then, bęcanſe hee Was a 

lever, therefore the inſidell was ſanctiſied to him ot con- 

jugall ſocietie, and becauſe the infidell was fandified to the 

beleever for conjugall ſocietie, therefore the children of 

ſuch were holy, and ſo by nece ſſary confequence becauſe one 

at parents was a heleevet, therefore. the children were 
y- 


Faith made the conjugall focierie holy, the holy cons 
jugall fociery made the chigen holy, and therefore faith 
made the children holy ae woth 
not by infufing of Canétifying’ grace into 
the children, but by parting the parent into Chriſt. Now 
faith puts the parent into C 
fo put ifito Him, into the Covenant of grace, and the Co- 


venant of grace is I will be 17 God, and the God of iby feed, 


and hence is it that the children of fuch parents are holy. 
namely becauſe of the holy Covenant, And therefore. the: 
holinefle {poken off here may be and is ſome w hat elſe, then 


that v hich is oppofed to baſtardy, namely the holineſſe of 


the Covenant, which the faith of the parent puts him into 
tot himſel fe and his ſeed. For ( Goadman-· Cocks. combe) 
how can the children of stiofe be baſtatd that are Jawfnlly 
children here ſpoł en off were lawfully married befcre (yop: 
meane) while in the ſtate of infidels. And therefcre it matt 


ver 
leever, and fo made pure by faith, and then unto the pra 


ift, and Cbriſt puts the parent: 


married? But you acknowledge that the parents.of the holy 
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ib when the law ceafed , 


dot his under. But you 
67 in the falt pa paragraph of your letter to your Difciples, h 
Infants were in the Covenant legaly, but not Evangelically; 
this being i in Covenant ceafed — 
with But for ſo frying’ you deſerve a not a Puls, 
pit. “You might be 80 ployed in looking to your Sope 
or Candles, then in filling mens heads with eh hellith no- 
Ik this bey pare and diligence'that pon [yew for your 

as in your fore ſaid — may ſit fill | 

fit himielfe can'{hew ſuch care, and diligence falt e. 

ut you, that children being in Covenant 


‘with their patents is now ceafed under the Gofpell ? You . 


fay fo. re your [LI ay I muſt ftand as an Oracle with {uch 
as are willing to be fedinced by you. And perſonall faith (in 
your’ ſen a nd mote réquifite to the being of Infants in 

th their patents under the Gofpell’, then under 
the la /. For it’s the fame Covenant of free grate in eſus 
Chriſt now, as tben. 


for rite wild are in hot 


emulation, who ſhall excell in ſpeaking of non · ſenſe. And 
yet'you ate {G'colifident ofthe truck of your’ tanfe, that had 
oid kogo, lives, you would lay them all downe for the 
onfirmation of che fame. Stout words! But fhould you lay 
a wales one you have for it, it would bee judged rather 
66, then and vu not a Martyr but a mad. 
doings And truly if yon can fayno more for ‘your 


tanfe, ve take Phyfick. Talke no wore 


Fy 9 conſcience, but fee your folly Now fay on. 


01 71 ids 2164 112130 „Anabaptiſt. 12 


we have ple's 15 Seriptwre,, where children are 
talled 76 


that were lawfully yoked’ together, were 
and 4 godly feed by rth, As 
Ezra. Levit. and Leber 
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r Infants vindicated. 
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The meer being of the two parents lawfully yoked toge- 
ther, is not fufficient to denominate the children of ſuch pa · 
rents holy by birth, but their being within the holy Cove- 
nant. The Covenant under which the parentsare, is the 
caufe,why the children of ſuch are holy by birth, and fo cal- 
led by the Spirit of God in the Scripture, and for that reafon 
only. And thoſe very inſtances (where you find them in the 
old Teftament) where children are faid to be holy, will cut 
the throat of your owne caufe; for you cannot fhew, that the 
Scripture doth fo much as once call the children of the Gen- 


Church. The holy Covenant of God( I fay )under which 
the parent or parents is or are, is the onely cauſe why the 
Seri ptures terme children holy. And I challenge you to bring 
me one inſtance where children of parents are ſaid to be holy 
for any other teaſon. 
Again, we doe not find any warrant in Scripture for to give 
the feales of the Covenant of grace upon imputed bolineffe, but 
perfonall holineſſe and confeffion, Acts 16. Mat. 3. Mark. t. 
For the figue of circumcifion was not given by vertus of any 
imputed holineſſe in the child, that it did draw fromthe pa- 
rents, but by vertue of Gods Commiffion unto Abraham that 


— 


be gave him for to circumciſe his feed, and fo ongbt the ſeale 
of Baptifme to be given by uertue of Cbriſti Commiſſion, and 
nor by vertue of any holineffe that is imputed untothe child, 


Zy imputed holineſſe I conceive your meaning, to be im- 
putative righteouſneſſe; And by perſonall holineſſe inherent 
righteouſneſſe, or holineffe in a mans perſonall practice and 
confeſſion. And by ſeales, the initiall feales of Gods Cove- 
nant . Now I finde the initiall * Covenant of grace 

to 


tiles and Pagans an holy feed, as it doth the children of the 
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to be given upon the ground of imputative righteouſneſſe, 
for the righteoufneffe of faith is imputative . . 
but I find it to be adminiſired upon this ground, and therefore 
upon che ground of imputative ightcoufnefic. And circum, 
cifign upo.che Infants of che Jewes, was a ſeale of righie 
ouſneſſe, but not of rightepuſneſſe in their per ſonall practice 
and confeffion, and therefore gf imputative righteouſneſſe, 
And thus I have brought unto your hand what you could not 


— — 
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finde, And for yqur inſtances 16. Matth. 3. Mart. 
they will not ſerve to help you. Fot the matter in contro: 
verlie is, Whether chilqren of parents already in che ſtate of 
Cfbriſtianity bee to hee baptized in their infancy or no? And 
now you bring inſtances offuch, whofe parents were not in 
the ſtate ot Chriſtianiy, which is a quite contrary cafes Bat 
prove) by Scripture, that, the, children of the firft,baptized 
were denied Baptifme ; untill they cpuld give account of 
cit faith of elſe you {peak not to the point, ſeeing chil, 
en borne of Chriſtian parents are Chriſtians by birth, but 
ſueh as you inſtance in were not, And is this faire dealing 
think you? And what sg he imputed holineffe ina 
child, chat. it ſhould draw from it parenta.? What. imputed 
holineſſe is it meane ! Imputative righteouſneſſe Doe 
pouthinłk that imputative righteouſneſſe is in usꝰ How differs 
it then from inberent righteouſne ſſe? The words imply a 
5 contradiction. And had yon ever been rightly grounded in 
ae the principles of our Religion, you-would.never. have ven- 
ted fo abfurd.a paſſage. For the children doe not draw holi- 
neſſe from their parents in Covenant, but as companions in 
Covenant with their parents are primitively holy, as well 
their parents, by verttie of the fame Covenant. For the ex- 
preſſe words of the Covenant are, I will be thy God, and the | 
Gad Na Here the Covenant puts parents and chil- 
dren both in equall relation — ge here you renew: 
againſt che Covenant of grace, like an od 
trong let never fo skilful a rider uſe bis beft art to 
being hann into a hestea pace, yet the carsion will bil bie 
03 ola 
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per Infanrsvindicat 


joulting trot againe; {6 you tell us againe that eircumci - 
ſion was not adminiſtred unto Abrahams ſeed, by vertue of a- 
ny holineſſe imputed unta Infants by the Covenant, but by 
vertue of Gods command. This is your meaning, however 
your expreſſions be. And We anſwer againe, becanfe 
they wete an holy feed, that therefore the Lord conimainded 
them to be circumeiſed · For the Covenant in ordert of nature 
muſt goe before the conſit mation and ſeale thereof. So that 
the ground of Gods commanding ¶Abrahamt {eed to be cir- 
eumciſedi was their being in the holy Covenant, and this 
Covenant made them holy, i. e. a ſeed ſet apart unto God 
from other nations. And therefore the Lord doth not barely 
command Abraham to circumciſe his males but He brings it 
in with a THEREFORE, to fhew! that the Covenant 
having made them an holy feed; there ſote they wereto have 
the initiall ſeale imprinted on thoſe holy perſons. For marke 
the words (Gen. 17. 7,12.) of the Covenant. Iwill eſtabliſo 
my Covenant between Mie and thee, and thy ſord after tht᷑ in 
their generations for an everlafing ovenanttobe God unte 
and to th ſred ter ther. wilh givr ame thee m 
thy feed after thee the land wherein thou art a ſtranger, al the 
land of Canaan for an everlafting peſſeſtion, and I will bee their 
Led, verſe 7, 8, And herèupon God faidunto Abraham, 
thou ſhalt circumciſe thy males therefore. Not barely thou 
ſhalt citeumeiſe thy males but thou ſhalt eircumciſo thy 
males therefore. 5. . Becarfe of the foregveing Cove- 
nant in the 7. and 8. verſes. This inſerenet we have verſe g. | by 
in thefe words . Thow frialt keep Covenant theres: 
fore , thon. and thy ſeed after thee in Abd 
then whereas chey-mighs haveoasked: the Lorth whde thiat 
Covenant wasswhich He would have them to Keep. The 
Lord anſwers in the 10. verſe. after this manner; vic. ib 
My Covenautrmhich yee ſball keep between Me and ‘yon; and 
feed aften tive, child frat bed ritemmtiſra 


ed 
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lere the name ofthe Covehant, be. - 
venuntisthe gtound 
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peafon is ſubſtantiall. And 


but put the covenant under feale, in which Covenant thoſe | 
children were before by birth, being borne of parents with 


whom God had ſtricken Covenant. And fo this lame thift 


will not ferve your turne. And to conclude, as little to the — 
fe is it, which you fay concerning Baptifme ; for you 
fay,that Baptifme is not to be given by vertue of holineſſe 
im to the child, but by vertue of Chrifts Commiffion, 
as if holineſſe imputed unto a child by vertue of an holy Co- 
venant were not Chriſts Commiſſion. The nations which 
Chrift fent His Apoftlesunto, were not faid to bee holy, and 


therefore by teaching they muſt make them holy, before they 


baptize them. But the children of thofe holy ones were holy 
by birth, and fo called by God himſelf, and therefore to be 


put under the initiall feale of Gods holy Covenant, as their 


right and priviledge by nature and birth. 

Agne, the. Apoftle doth not fo much as any way make men- 
sion of baptifme in that place. vix. 1 Cor. 7. 14. and theres 
fore your reafon ts groundleffe from this place for Bapti/me of 


Infants. | 
No groundleſſe this exception is, he that hath but balfe 

an eye may ſee. As if to be holy by vertue of Gods holy 

Covenant, were not a ſufficient teaſon to argue a mans rigbt 


unto the initiall ſeale of this holy Covenant according to the 
miniſtration of the covenant under which he is born, & doth 


live. Now the initiall ſeale of the Covenants miniftration 
under the Gofpell is Baptiſme; but children borne of Chri- 
ftian parents under the Goſpell are holy by verme of Gods 


holy Covenant, and therefore children borne of ſuch parents 
have right unto Baptifme. The Covenant of God is 2 

ven upon them by birth, and therefore the initiall feale i: 
their preſent priviledge. And ſo the place proves it. And the 


it es you to bee facrilegious 
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Infants vindicated. 


theeves and robber s, for deny ing Infants baptiſme in their 
infancy. And by Gods help ile maintaine this charge againſt 
you before the dread full tribunall of the Lord jeſus Chriſt at 
the laſt day. And in the interim | ſhall endeavour to preſerve 
asmany a8 I can from being feduced by your faire preten- 


Anabaptift. . | 
pom parallel this place with Rom. 11. 16. where yon 
52 be holy, ſo are the branches. Now this 


if you take it inthe litterall ſenſe as it ij [poken, then it i means 
of Abraham only, and he was the root, and the beleeving Fewes 
the branches, and therefore Abraham # called the Father of the 
faithfull, and in this ſenſe beleevers are his feed and branches, 
But 275 take it in a more ſpirituall ſenſe, tben it may be meant 
of Chrift being the root , and all beleevers are His members. 
But we concesve to be chiefly meant of Abraham the rost, and 
beleevers the branches , and fo will this make nothing tothe 
parpofe, neither is it the [ame with the other place in Corin- 
thians, 1 E piſt. cap. 7. verſe 14. A 
wer. 


fT parallell Rom. 11. 16, and 1 (or. 7. 14. (to prove that 
the children of parents in Covenant are holy by vertue of 
Gods holy Covenant) I ſhall not draw my lines awry. Scein 
the expreſſe words of the Covenint are, I will bee shy God. 
and the God of thy feed. And both places prove, that both pa- 
rents and children are holy by vertue of Gods holy Covenant 
with them. And fo both places are coineident to prove the 
ſiame thing, though there may be ſome circumſtantiall diffe- 
rences. The place then in Rom. 11. 10. makes much for my 
purpoſe. For my purpoſe was to prove that as the children 
of the Jewes were holy, by vertue of the holy Covenant 
with their parents, ſo alſo are the children of the Gentiles 
holy, by vertue of the ſame holy Covenant with their pa- 
rents; rr to be inculcated.) And 
. 
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now having ſpoken of that text of i Co.. 13. already in our 
_ former diſcourſe, we will fay ſome what for the ſenſe and 
meaning of Rom. 11. 16. which text mult needs bee under. 
ſtood and meant of Abraham and his branches only. Now 
the queſtion is, who are meant by Abraham branches, Well 
the point there to prove is, that as Abrahams children amor 
the Jewes were partakers of the priuiledges of the Cove. 
_ nant, fo among the Gentiles, children engrafted into Abra. 
ham are partakets of the Covenant as well as the naturall 
branches of Abrabum, the ſewes. Aud hence 1 inferre, that 
as the ſewes receiving the faith of Abraham were circumci- 
fed; fo Gentiles receiving the faith of Abraham are to be 
baptized. And as the jewes that were not internally and in- 
herently godly (as long as they did not renounce Abrams 
faith: Had' a right to circumeiſſon; ſo the children of 
the Gentiles receiving’ the faith of eAbrubam were by 
Baptiſme (as Jewes by cixcumetſion) to bee admitted into 
the enjoyment of the priviledges of the Chriſtian Church. 
Peter tels the ſewes that he promiſe unte them and rhein 
children. Ati 2. 39. Now the promife’ was not made to 
their ſeed, becauſe they did beleeve, but the feed did beleeve ~ 
becaufe they were under the promife. vic. I will be thy God, 
and the God of thy (eed. If this muſt be reſtrained thas; vit. I 
will be thy God, and the God of thy feed too when thy feed 
Mall beletve, then no more is promiſed to this feed, then to 
the feed of the Gentiles; for when the feed of any Gentile 
ſmhould make profefficn of his faith in the Meſſias he was to 
be eircumciſed, as well as the ſeed of Abrabam. But more 
was due by this promiſe to the {eed of Abraham, then to the 
ſieed of a Gentiles therefore the ſetd ot Abraham was undet 
the promiſe in and not the feed ofa Gen- 
tile uncircumeiſed:yea among the jewes a parent who was 
orthodoxall judge meiti albeit he ſhewed no proofe of ju- 
ing fair li in bis life yet he was put under the Covenant 
for him and his ſced . And the children of ſuch had as muen 
rſtzlit to as the children of — 
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ternall ſubjection to the doctrine of faith doth entitle the 
parent, and his feed to the right of the externall beneſit of 
the Covenant. The ſumme is. that as Jewes were born Jewes, 
fo the ſeale of circumeiſion was their due, not to put them 
under the Covenant, but to feale up the Covenant under 


which they were borne. So (ſay 1) Chriſtians children are 


borne Chtiſtians, and a right to the Covenant is not given 


them by Ba ptiſme, but that night which they had by birth is 


put under ſcale. The very Covenant under. which a Chriftian 
Infant is born, ſtands good unto him, and bindes him to faith 
& obediente,and fo albeit Anabaptiſts (like fo many enraged 
deyills, doe what in them lies to cancell the hand-writing of 
Almighty God by withholding Gods owne feale from In- 
- fants of Chriſtian parents, upon whont Hee hath 


by vertue of their being born of fuch parents. A wickednefle 
iety and hellith cruelty; 
that I want a parallell, Iwant words to expreſſe it unto my 
reader) yet Gods Covenant (I fay) ſtands good, unto them. 
Now the Lord male you to underſtand what I have writ- 
ten, and give you a ſiglit of your wiekedneſſe. And thus you 
have my firſt rea ſon v indicated. Which is, that Infants of 
Cbriſtians are Chriſtians borne, and therefore are to be bap- 


— 
tied in their infane . 
— Tie fecond_Reafons 7 4 
» a 14 * A baptiſt. | 


Againe your ſicend reafon is, that children are capable of 
Vaptiſine, and your ground is from circumtiſian, Becanfe chilo 
dren werecircumei(ed, therefore they may be baptized in their 


Ik children beeauſe borne the Covenont befote 
Chriftsiacarsiation were therefore capable: of the initial 
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His Covenant, and written His promiſes of grace and mercy, 
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ſeale (even by the fentence of arts 


death in heaven, as their country and abiding city for ever. 


ble to theſe three heads. 
Covenant, and eſtabliſhed u 


of this Covenant upon perfons unto the Church bee the 
Churches warrant to 


God) becauſe bord 
under that Covenant, then children of Chriſtians borne un- 
der the fame Covenant of grace fince Chrifts incarnation are 


capable of the initiall ſeale, and tis their due by vertue of 
their Chriftian birth-right. Now that the Covenant before 
Ckriſt with the Jewes, and fince Chriſt with the Chriftians 


is the fame Covenant (namely , A Covenant which con- 


eernes mans deliverance from mifery by ſinne, and mans tefti- 
tution unto happineſſe by Jeſus Chriſt) we have ſhewed be. 


fore, we will now inſtance only in three things. Viz, 
a. The Covenant of God with the jewes before Chrift 
taufed the godly in Covenant to feek for immortality after 


Hob, tt, 13, 14, 15, 16. Adis 26. 6, 7. 8. J 
2. All the miniftrations of Gods Covenant with the 
Tewes tended to the debaſement of nature, and to the ad : 
vancement of Gods free grace in the whole work of mans 


Redemption, though in types. 
3. All the promiſes that God 


made to the Iewes looked 
towards leſus Chriſt, as the only Mediatour in whom all 
Gods promiſes are yea and Amen. 2 Cor.. 20. cum Heb,1 3. 


8. and Gen. 3.15. Chriſt was the ſubject of Aueſer, and the 


Prophets writings. Joh. 1. 45. And the Iewes were juſtiſied 
in the fight of God by the fame righteouſneſſe of faith, as we 


Sentiles are juftified by. Rom.4, 3.13. And this juſtification 


hath eſſentiall connexion with eternall ſalvation. Rom. 5.9, 
10. And is not our Covenant the fame for ſubſtance, reduci- 


Duet. Why then is the Covenant ſaid sine better 


permanency , of which wee hall bee neceſſitated to {peak 
more fully afterwardsindue place. 


Now ifthe Covenant be the fame , and ‘he mani feſtation 


pon better promifes? Heb. 8. 6 
A. Ts better only in regard of the miniftration , and 
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aud not elfe,as we finde in all the Scripture:ana therefore every 
erdinance muſt be prattifed 
how we pleafe. Now the wells fase 
tion of childrens Baptifme,ift 
tifme, and therefore from ¶ brifts owne charge and Commiffion’ 
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“for Infants vindicated. 


by God 7 the Church) 
to be upon Infants of perfons in Covenant under the law was 
their warrant to adminiſter the initiall ſeale that there God 


did appoint to be ufed, then the like manifeftation is a war- 


rant 2 us co adminiſter the initiall ſeale unto In fants, under 


Golpell. whofe parents are in Covenant. But lets confi 


der exceptions againſt this reaſon. 

But the fufficiency of this — to Infants 
n this 1. Fer is the 


fitution, 2. In the fignes. 3. In the ſub jecti. 

1. They differ in the Inftitution:for the Iuſtitution of circam= 
cifion was that infants foould be circumcifed,even all Abrahams 
lineal [eed as well the [eed of the bond woman a the free iter she 
Inflitution of Baptifme is, that they foould firft'be caught; and 
they that dia beleeve the word might, and ought to be aptized, ; 


its owne inſtitution and not 


bad been the ſubjecti of Bape 


to His Difciples, 2 28. we are bound as ſtricti to ebferve 
Chrifts rule for Baptifme,as the 11 ſerve the ore 


| der of circumcifion. 5331 fhe 2c 


differs inthe f geen, ut 
avon 


How doe Circumeifion and Baptifime differ’ in * inftitus 


tion? ſeeing both df them are of divine inſtitution, annexed 

to the Covenant of free grace, and the initiall feales thereof 

proper to the miniſtrations of Chriſt; for they ‘both oe 
to 


| Chritt unto Gods Covenant people, che one ler Chri 


come, the other feales Chriſt already come; but both ſeale 


Chriſt. But to your meaning, I anfwer that for the inftieuti= 
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de Covenants 


de gave teſtimany 
— 


before theꝝ could give any other — chern 
their being bor horne of parents in Covenant. And their 
ag derne af parents in Covenant gave them tight to the 
ſeale , as wee, have, ſhewed before. So the Gentiles 
were not to be baptized (as Abraham not to be circumciſ: 
till they did fhew forth proo tes of their faith. But when the 
ent had entred himifelte, his children were to be baptized 
Alx shams {eed were tobe could 
Wia wore proofe of faith, then their being borne of pa 
rents in Covenant, indeed (Matth. 28. 19.) gave 
HT N whom His Apoitles had taught, they ſhould 
ber ba ptized bur fach as 
taught. that a. your additionall. — of that you 
ge: not can make proofs. Vou were anſw ered 
tly, that in raiſing a Church among Pagans, faith muſt 
en helcevipg Ragans. were baptized, I delire proofe t 
muſt. bring a werdiat of their beleeving , ere they 
cquid de baptized, DBivines tell us, that Heb. 6. 2. where the 
(acekea of Baptifmes, and impofition of hands: By 
we, a fh banda the Apoſtle meanes a practice then in 
ſuch children as baptiaed ſhould after make 
— ion of their faith, and fo be admitted by impoſition ß 
hands to the Lords spi Now you will hade profeiſion 
of faith goe before, and afford ſuch as are borne Chriftians 
no more priviledge, then meere Pagans borne out of the 


on fay — Ctriſta charge and Commiſſion 
5. e are hon 


nd as ſtrictly co obſerve Chritts rule 
of And thereford as Abrabam was not, and no 


Waste be cixeumciſod till he gau teſtimony of hie 
Alien, no Pagan, is co bea thew? 
th, But aathe feed of: and ti feed of 
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= at hus faith in the 
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Gans, fo the feed of baptized while 
, they differ ii in the fignes, af it 

Ven was off of the of 2 and that 
was amark in their flefh vo ever; and [o the parties that were 
circumcifed (I meane the Infants that were circumcifed) conld 
make ule of the figne afterward, dé well as at thé prefent, But 
the figne of Bapts[me us water, and [o it muft bes a figneto the 

arty baptized in the prefent att thereof, or not at al, Now we 

now, that Infants pest difcerne the figne in the prefentatt, 

ard fe not at all, and ſo the in vaine, 


i What thous they differ neh ges, im 
_ the thing fignified, and they both a the Covenant ifgnace 
under fale unto the children the Church, Yon reaſom 
like carnall Atheiſts, as ii all the benefit of Sacraments. a 
w dat is obvious to our fenfes. A pet petualſ mark in 
which the circumcifed( though infancy 
after make nfe of. Bur when? When they came to — 
diſeretion / But what if they dyed before, is many of them 
did? What uſe then could they ever make: Kah this marke? 
But what marke ot ſigne in the fleſh Afacramen- 
tall marke or ſi gre? Then verily a. ſealing gur. But what 
did this N or ſigne in the fleſh, feale unto the linealbſced 
of Abrabam ion by Ohriſt, or the in- 
heritande of the land Vou ſay the té¢mporall in- 
heritance of the land of Canaan. If fo, then all Abraum 
feed circuincifed muſt be thé land of C. 
440. yeares were. kept out uf C 
ter eireumeiſion and pratticed. And fo by this 
your Divinity all this while God Was atier)antbfaflokol, His 
promiſe. And inutt this ſacramentall ſigr of airchmc icin 
unto 15 Abrahams Untall 


For Infants: vindicated. 


Plea 
Why then was and his pofietity : ? What 
became of Abrahams, lineall feed by Keturah? The fonnes of 
acob became 12. tribes, and the ad of Canaan, was divi. 
ed unto them only. And yet not to all thefe neither. For two 
ibeg.and a halte were ſetled on this fide Jordan. 
hat mad ſtuffe is this?? 
hee that hath any kno wle in Divine Myfteries 
may fee that either ouread the Scriptures with- 
que obfervation,or conclude that you maintaine untraths a 
-gainit your owne Knowledge and conſciences. And then you 
come with another flim: flam. You tell me, that water in Bape 
wuſt be a figne to the party in the prefent all or 
wt at al, That's is, as you expound it in the cate of Infants, 
that the party baptized mu ft diftern the figne in the prefent att, 
or’ chat f gve given in vaine. And this Divinity ig as 
irituall as your. 4 i This argues that the efficacy of 
ods ordinances of grace depends upon the act of the creas 
ture In this you may ſhake hands with Rome , and exclude 
ind ſetup works, Here is much ſpoken “of the act of 
| ames word ofthe Act of God in His ordinances of 
| grace. But how doth this conclude Baptiſme to be in vaine 
unto an Infant? Nou fay the Infant — not the ſigne in 
the preſent act of adminiſtratiou. Thus you ſeem to argue. 
n Such as diſcerne not the ſacramentall figne i in the prefent 
act of adminiftration, nave the em figne given in 
vaine. 
Infants of Chriftians doe not diſcerne the 


tall Gignein action of adminiftrations 
infants of Chriftians have the facramentall of 
19 argument proves, att of ein 
- @amcifion was given to the Jewith Infants in vaine alſo, for 
Wey could not di ſeerne that figne as a Sacrament, for though 
hey had bodily feeling of ata off of their fleth, yet 
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fi or Infants vindicated. | 57 
ing of the water too. And ſo your quarrell is againſt God, 48 
well as again(t us. But as ſuch as were borne ſewes were to 
have the initiall ſeale of the prefent miniſtration imprinted 
on them in their infaney to ſeale up the Covenant ( under 
which they were borne) unto them, though they could 
have no fach diſcerning as you ſeem to require in che pre- 
ſent act ofadminiftration; fo ſuch as are borne Chriſtians are 
to have the initiall feale of the preſent miniſtration imprinted 
on them in their infancy , to ſeale up the Covenant (under 
which they are borne) unto them, though they can have no 
ſuch diſcerning as you require, and yet the ordinance effectu- 
all unto them too. I thought that Baptiſme had been a conti- 
nuall act of Gods merey and grace, and that the ſaving effica- 
cy and benefits thereof had not depended upon the Act ofthe 
receiver, but upon the operative mercy of God, and Merits of 
Chriſt. But it ſeems your Divinity ſhewes me a new way. 
But why mutt Infants of Chriftians difcerne the figne of wa- 
ter in Baptifme, in the prefent att? What? Becaufe water 
leaves no impreſſion upon the body, but fhortly after the act 
z over, the body is as dry as if it had not been waſhed at all: 
And when the child is come to yeares hee findes no viſible 
mark upon his body, to aſſure him that he is ſealed into 
peculiar? Oh! is this it? I pray what mark is there left upon 
your fleth, fince yott were wafhed in Severse, though you 
were duck’t over head and eares? Isa mark in the fleth, and 
a fenfitive diſcerning of the figne, the excellencies of circum- 
ciſion and Baptifme? When the Iewes came to yeares of dif- 
ceeꝛning. God called not for the circumcifion of their fiefh, 
but for the circumeiſion of their hearts. It was the mark of 
‘circaincifion uphn the heart that God looked upon, fot 
many had the mark of the flefh, which were as bad as EU 
‘pians; So for us Chtiſtians when wee are come to yeares of 
diſeretion, it's the mark of the Spirit, and of the blood of 
‘ Chrift upon the heart; that God calls for, and looks vpon. For 
may have the ſigne of diſcerne the ſigne 
‘| 43 in 
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‘Covenants Plea 
: 28 a& withthe eye of his fſeſh, and yet be a vile 4. 
nahaptiſt, deny originall ſinne in Intants, deny the Chriſtian 
Sabbath, and — the Iewiſh, deny Chrifts taking fleth of 
Virgin Man v, deny the of the Magiltrate, and 
4 1090 ſuch like abominations; and a man — 
in his infancy,and want your difcerning; and — hee 
is come to yeates ot diſcretion, he may be an holy and mortis 
fied Chriſtian, found in judgement, regular in all his pra@i- 
ces. and ſinoere in all bis aimes. And ore this your rote 
den ſtuſſe will not ſerve to make a ſotry garment for to cos 
ver your ſhame. But you have a thir thing en 
pray fpeok anithat we may confider chat alſo: 


Anabaptiſt. 


differ in the fubjetts, for the — 
mor y all [eed according tothe fle, and 
rangers bought mith his money too. And why ? Becaufe God 

had promifed 9 inheritance , for him and 

Fer Al lui lineal as they were borne , and circumciſſon was 

he fignethereof. Bur the fubjelts of Baptiſme, as are fet forth 

to Commiffien are only beleevers, and none elfe as wee. 

Hud; and therefore me mag not dare to caſt off the Commi fie 

of Chrift,and practice of the eApofties,forto ſet up inventions 

af our onme,as an ordinance of Chrift,where we have neither 


the bent e Gad, 


15 antiall difference. for perſons, as in Covenant with God 
ace the proper Mb jects of them both. Now men are brought 

n ele sCovenant eicher by inſtruction, or horne under 
of perſons in Covenant with 

alan and his Profelytes became the ſub jects 

an by. profeſſion ol their faith in the 


ai Proſelytes 


1 
| 
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not Infidels, ergo beleevers, as.afterward you ſhall ice in due 
Place. And fo the baptizing of Chriftian Infants is no inven- 


E. 


For Infants: vindicated 


proſelytes were ſuch by birth, as children of parents in Co- 


venant. So when the Apoſtles in primitive times planted 

foundations of the Chriftian faith among the Pagan. 

Pagans were made fubjects capable of Baptifme by sient 
capable 


on but the feed of theſe baptized, Pagans were 


Baptiſme by birth, as joint heires with their parents of the 
fame holy Covenant, and that Covenant (under which 
they were borne ] was to bee put under ſealę unto them. Sa 
then as Abrahams ſeed, and the Proſelites ſeed, were to,be eir · 
cumciled, when and while Jnfants, fo Chriſtians children are 
to be baptixed w hen and while Infants ; ſuch Infants being 


tion of man, but grounded on the Covenant ot God with pa · 
rents and their children. And this the book of God warranto 
every where. And whereas you ſay, that the promife to 4. 


brabam and all his lineall feed was of a temporall inheritance, 


and that circumciſion wasafigne of that: I hat is fable, if you 
meane only or chiefly of a temporall inheritance (the tempo- 
rall inheritance was theirsjnotiasteimporall neither, but as ty- 
picall) for 1. Circumeiſion was a ſigne and ſeale of the righ 

teoulneſſe of faith in the The Reofelyces with 


their children were circumciſed, to whom right unto tha: 


temporall inheritance of the land of Canaan did not apper- 

2 3. Neither did it belong unto all Abrahams lineall 

ged. as before: we have ſhewed. o 2] BAL 
eious and abiud. 


r 


| 
Anabapt 


| Again * he Infant. mt ght be mare capable. of circumciſſon 
su their infancy then when they mere of riper, age» became 
nere to be only patients in the act, he they great, bes they mak, 
there not any al required in them, finde , bus only 40. 
receive the figne upon tham.. Burin they, mai las . 
Seats acting the abtions ut. ina 
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infaney, beeauſe in their infancy God hath made them holy 
and declared ſo much unto us, The Covenant (under whic 


mated cirtumciſed, but wee bave example of male and fee 


in Suetya Saviour, binding the circumciſed Infant to 
none of thefe of Chriftians ( 


— 


The Covenants: Plea: * 


>) Abrabiam and the proſelytes who were to be firlt received 

into the Covenant, were to be agents acting faith in the A- 
ion of adminiſtring Circumeiſion, as well as Pagans at their 

firſt receiving into the Church were to be agents acting faith 

in the Action of adminiſtring Baptiſme unto them. And as n 


ſuch thing was required of the feed of circumcifed Abrabam, 


nor of the {eed of the eircumeiſed Proſelytes, but circumcifi- 
on was adminiftred unto them in their infancy , as the holy’ 
feed; being borne of ſuch parents: ſo no ſuch thing is to bee 
required of the children of baptized parents, bat as holy by 

birth (being borne ot ſuch parents) are to be baptized in their 


children are borne) males them capable of the initiall ſeale 
according to the miniſtration under which they are borue, 


whether of aSaviout to come, ot of a Saviour already come. 


eAgaine there is difference in the perfons, for there were none 


e 


mals baptized, Farther, ce. ‘utinfta. „A 
479008 300. dia ST To 
This is po argument at all males 
were circumeiled in their infancy’, and the Covenant with 
the jewes and us Chriſtians is the fame ſpirituall and eternall 
Covenant, binding to div ine faith, and obedience aſſuring us, 
and them of eternal happineſſe thtough Gods mercy in the 
micrits of Jefus Chriſt. Now if Male- Iafants had the ſeale of . 
ſuch au Inheritance and Covenant upon ſuch ſpirituall 


ivinefaittt uni ver ſall obedience (though he could difcern 
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ing borne under the holy Covenant of ee 
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Tifants vindicuted. 
jedts capable of the ſeale thereof, as children of Dae 
: rents in Covenant with God, and of the holy feed by birth. 
rd So then (to exclude: females.) grant males to bet capable 


of Baptiſme upon the ground of circumciſion, is to con- 
clade againſt your owne principle. But all ſraalitas (fe- 
males as well as the males) ſtood in Gods accepration 
for circumcifed , as appeares in the — of Fampſon, 
who ſeeing a woman of the daughters of the Philiſt ines 
in Timnath, fell in love with her, and ſpake to his Father and 
Mother to get her for him to wite. Then his Father and his 
Mother ſaid unto him. Is there never a woman among the 
daughters of thy brethren, or among all my people, that thou 
geoeſt to take a wife of the uneircumciſed Philiſtines. Judge: 
14.1, 2, 3. Now if the women of //rael had been reputed un- 
eircumeiſed. then as good for Sampſon to chufe one as well 


as the other as good a woman of the daughters of the Phili+ 
tines as a woman ofthe daughters of his brethren, What 


cauſe then had his Father and his Mother to blame him for his 
choice? As good one uncircumciſed woman as another. More 
of this is to be ſeen in our Sermon. notes, to which as yet 1 
have received no anſwer. But I beleeve that this concerning 
females is none of your maine foundations, you build your 


Neiigion upon bak’, ageisls shoe 
dad , ours hod oft 
ih aids techy bas OF wor 
_ Further they differin the time, for they were to bee circum- 
tifed the eighth day, but me haue vo fet time for Baptiſme, but 
when they dee beleewe,then they.are to be baptized, And there- 
fore if you rightly confider theſe things and the maine 
ces hereof, I think there is no veafanable. man that under | 
him/felfe and the Scripture, will goe about to parallel circum- 
sifion with Baptiſine in of the practiſing of it. 
Anfwer. 
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l the fleſh of a tender infant. But 


Reafon 3. 


— 


* 
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the eighth day, becauſe till chen infants could not, and then 


Plea 


— 


We thewed you out of Levit. 12. 2, 3. that there was g 
{peciall reaſon why the man · childe fhould not be circumei- 
till the eighth day. And this reafon you paſſe by un- ö 
touched, beeauſe you could not anſwer it: And I finde no 
ſuch reaſon why 7 now ſhould be forborne untill 
any fet time. Now if circumcifion had beene forborne untill 


they could belceve, this were to the purpofe. But I {ee you 
faulter in all things. You fay much, and prove nothing. If 
you aske Phyfitians why in time of the Law infants were 
not to be circumci ſed till the eighth day? They will tell you, 


that untill the ſeventh day (being a criticall day, and ſo 


a dangerous day) were palit, no wound was to be made in 
you ſay, that under the Got 
when perfons belee ve, then they are to be baptized. But 
fay, chat Infants of Chrittians in their infancie are not Iuſi 
dels but Saints sand of the holy ſeed. and therefore beleevers; 


and ſo are to be baptized in their infancy, unleffe-you can 


thew where the Scripture calls the Infants of Gods people 
in Covenant Usbeleevers ; And therefore if yourightly con- 
fider thefe things, and the ſubſtantiall agreement: betweeve 

Circumcifion and Baptifme ; I thinke there is no reafonable 

man that underſtands himſelſe and the Scripture , but will 

judge your exceptions to be frivolous, and that this Argu- 

ment ſtands firme; which is; that Baptiſme is unto us, as ir- 
cumeiſion was ta the ſewes. Col. 2. 1. The Covenant the 
ame, che ends and fignifications the fame for fabftance: In. 
hits Were ad mittable chere, Br ge here; elſe children in 
cafe finde Chriſt than befbre. 
nabaptiſt. 


Thirdly s yon 


ſieme te draw a reafon from divine Anshoris. 
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bers of the Church, and therefore the command of baptizing 
is to be extended unto them, as before we have amply decla- 
red. Now if Infants of ſuch parents be not members of the 
Church, then fo dying they eannot be faved's ſithence none 
enn be faved , but by Chriſt, and Chrift came to fave his 
Church onely: Epbefis: 26. Wherein now {I pray) am I 


= woe 


— m 


faith indeed, that ſuch as are taught muſt be baptized |, but 
Chriſt faith not, that none muſt be: but fach as are 
taught. prove that, ot let this Text alone. The Tent faith, 

baptixe all in the Church, therefore Infants. of baptized pa- 
rents, unleſſe you can thew a place that exempts them. 
Chriſt doth not fay, goe teach all Nations, and fo baptize all 
the Nation: Neither did I, nor will, unleſſe the whole Nati · 
on fhall embrace the doctrine of Chriſt. And then the whole 


infancy, as Chriftians by births 


3. G. 


7 


iy 
‘ prople, and it may be not above two or three of al thofe tanght. 
And sherefore Ghrift-bids teach them firft , and then 

“My third for pædo · baptiſme from Mat. 38. 19. 

’ tuns thus. The Commandement of baptizing is univerfall to 


the whole Church, but Infants of Cbriſtian parents ate mem- 


fo fouly miftaken, and wherein doe I wreft the Text / Chriſt 


Nation muſt be baptized , in their 
Ob. But the baptized muft believe and 4, 
Sel. Those Tests bee refrained to the perfons in 


ty for Jnfan t of Mat. 
28. 19. But bere give wt leave to tell you plainly, that you are 


| 
— 
dhe: evenants:$ lea | 


band. 80 3. HF. that labours not muff 
men that can labour. Children though they cannot labour) 


yet muſt eatre. Infants muſt have meate, though they know 
not what belongs ic, chi 


yt ſtan d. bindes che 
Lord ot the Manour, and bindes the childe to Courts, and 
Orders, and Priviledges of the Manour. Paal challenges 
priviledges of Romans by birth, and children of baptized 


parents challenge baptifme by birth, asindividuall aſſociates 


with their parents in covenant.’ As for yourdefcant. about 
_ preaching and teaching, its a frogge of your owne flime; and 
were a man as ficke of body, as you are of fancies, it were 
high time to fend to the Clerke or Sexton to tole the bell. 
The word Math ag. 20. ſhewes what Chriſt 
meanes by And Aar 16. 15. where the 
ſame commiſſion is rehearſed, the word ATE, 
preach the Goſpell, doth the fame. The Church of Gentiles © 
was to be raiſed by men and women of yeates, and when 
chæy camo in, they brought in thet children by courfe with 
them, as ctbrabam and his Proſelytts did theirs.ov Wert we 

diſpo ſed to ſhift as you doe / we might ſay in Aar a8: 
they were to baptizing firſt; berauſe iti 
is aid ĩn the next verſe (v. a0.) e, teaching them 
And cagaine; it is nopfaid, goe make diſciples and ba pt? 


them, but malte difcig them to intimate cha 
by baptizing them th them diſeiples. Hiefly con. 


cdering that 1. g. its ſaid that ahn (in whom baps 
was firſt inſtituted) did baptize in the wilderneſſe, and 
then preach i anthough he did baptize firſt. and thenpreachs 
Beſides to exclude ſuch childreri from being difdiplés ie 
harihgifithdbeyiwere borne under the Covenant) and 
{tians by birth; and to be diſciples, and to be Chriſtians are 
a6. Hin bosiaged ols 0 

Anabaptiſt. 


W nO do are taken Tenants by rod ar ner 
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ſor you to ſay that children ot bap 


vers: And cherę 


do cry out againſt a /eeming reaſun, and to cõnclude a faleri 
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* N Anabaptiſt. Went . | y 


But however, if thu anfwer will not ferve to confute ‘jour 
feeming reafon, here another will CI which u thi; 


Gita»: make difciples. row gen 
hnow who. iſciples that believe, and theft 725 


owne confoſſion muſt be hapti ced, and none elfe from that place. 


03 Obie 1 a4 ia’ be 


were but a feeming reaſon, you thould, joe Well to, to 


where the fallacie thereof lies. The, word in che 


ginall doth not unlooſe the joynts of my Argument: But 
what your monſter Mat athars may doc, I know not. But 
are no belie- 


vers, is hatſh, (as we have fa! 
borne under the Covenant e birth a 
therefore fay children 


— — 


ot. in 


birch ard cis 
therefore belic. 


on. And the Church upon .confeiti- 


on, and who by birth, We have ſhewed you. And ta raze 


the ation of Padarbaprifine shan we have lai 
— 


and bettet engines, And for you. 


upon fo poore a ground, er atath head, than de- 
liberate reaſon. 


on 21 th aun M — — 


Agne, pon doe N 
{ame (cand — 


alouu — fer 


net 


fangble Judged whet 


turna funt 


pat 
before) hecauſe they are 


deceived in this exceptir 
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— 
confufon and ‘wih the Scriptare. ‘Nay further, he, 


indeed ‘that iret und this 
Your ives, and no. T know Where to have 
and whit to call you chough formerly you have dec 
the hame. “And for what I have herein done; ! 
Ide to my Nation, and doe commit the fame to the view of 
all my brethren, and ‘doe ſubmit unto their cenfire, promi 
“fing to rectiſie what foever i is herein amiſſe, if any juſt blame 
may be found out. And I ſhall defire you alfo to maintaine 
ef free und to ſubmit unto your la- 
full governours, ‘which you pe 1308 


— Pagan Gentiles that they 

confeffion and 


a gros 
— * Ste 


tbe Nation 1 

Pi did preach the Gospels yet — 
fed Corift and beleeved the Godpel. Now 

t e con 


Bhi 


it 


1 fd before: I will ebearfe over and over againe 


| bythe ſnould be 
teſtimony of rheir faith in Chriſt; bu i 

Sale fldret of thoft fo baptized, are holy by birth, and 
have the Covenant put eae 


— will 4erve your turne. 
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— be bapti 


8 
ptined of the Pagans, where the Apo- 
ſtles came to lay the firtt foundations, muſt give teſtimony of 
their faith, and that the children of baptized parents onely 
were to be baptined : And this anfwer was immediately re- 


turned unto you · But either you have ten, or you con- 
ceive that ſlandering may helpe your caufe, when you want 
better arguments. And my me; Who with- 


out paſſion tooke my Sermon · notes, can note you for a ſlan · 
derer. But haply Nae learned shat tricke of your brethren of 

the fet | re you them * 5 a 


Agne, we may eaſily fee this overthrowne by other Seri, 


did to pre ach the Gofpell to every veafonable 
creatures, and he that did beleeve was tobe baptized: Now it 


“were 4 ffrange folly im un shat wold fo 
friſtiy charge 2 te preach to every creature before 
baptifme if dhe preac hing to the Nation would bring all the 
lveft tu have right te Than obe Diftiplerdid 
Tou no fighe with your own ſhadow, and that is a 
ſolly indeed. And what is it that may be ſo caſily over- 


for Infants Vindicated. 67 | 
out conſuſion · The point that I inſiſted on was, that chil. 
dren borne of Chriftian parents are to ri in their in- 
fancy, and therefore you bring a ground accuſation, and 
| make me the Author of your owne forgeries, And that 1 
Bf 
A near neighbour mine(after che Sermon,aga 
which you have — exceptions) came to me, and 
told me that you ap I meant that the whole Nati- 
on the very bringing of the Goſpel 
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then to enjay, the Scale; but ſuch as were borne 


Senates and believes not is not to be 


downe with 5:3 it thalt have no countenanes 
from me. But had I ſaid as you affirme, how would thy 
helpe your cauſe, or wound were It would have argued my 
— (unleſſe the whole Nation had received the Gof 
i): but not have eſtabliſhed the grand principle of your 
religion, which — Ats for 
— Mar. 16. 16. we ſhall ſtill grant, that as {ach as wee 
tobe made ſewes, were firlt to be taught the Covenant, and 

es were 
Sirk to he ſealed, and then taught afterwards : 2 
ſlians · made mutt ſirſt be — then be ſealed; but Chi. 
ſtians · borne of thoſe made : Chriſtians are firlt to be fealed 
hy baptiſme, and afterward taught: for this Scripture doth 
harre children no more from baptiſme, than dend from 
heaven. Thus out ot the Text you: argue. vi. 


Bat infante doc not beleeve, Ergo: toil 1900 


Thus T argue , viz. 


He that not foall be darned, it folleweth nthe 


(fay yen) war, Ered 
ts foall.b¢ damned 


and you anſwer your ſelves. Now fome ef 
out fide ſay for anſwer, thus; viz. He that is of years and 
— thal not be ſaved, and ſo ſay I; he that if 
And ieall 
that I requitę namelynthat ma ians muſt frit te- 
— * cir faith before. baprifme bat borne: Chriltians 
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8 divinity of our warrant, for — 
foundations, and in crecting of Churches, 


ſons of ycares. And the Apoſtles baptized but a pdore few 
of the multitudes that were converted by their ministry. 


Cod, that he baptized none of the Corinthians, but Criſpas 
C, 1. 14. And yet Pani did beget the Corin 


made them Difciples; but 


gaine, to diſpute 
of fad, (vir. poſtles, or any elſe 


Infants vindicated. 69 
dared to omit the practice 


but n example of one perſon in ak che Scripture 
that was baptized, what bad the Gospel ſirſt preached un- 


m Matth. 
28. 19. For the buſineſſe of the Apoſtles lay in planting of 


of per- 


1 Cor. 1.1 3. 17. Now if theſe words — — muſt be 


uürged in the ſtrict letter, then it had beene a ſinne forthe As 


poſtle, not to baptize-fuchas by his prenaching he conver- 
ted; but this is no finrie, for then he would not have thanked 


thians in jeſus Chriſt by his 1 ry. Or he 
very few of them; and 
therefore the text cannot be urged in Ware ſtrict letter. A- 


negatively from the in a matter 


baptized any Infants, therefore there wert 
any of them) is a kinde of arguing fit for feolesy not fer 


ſchooles; and yet this is the onely Divinity of your Church. 
ll pon this ground I argue upon more probable reafon: We 
dot not reade in the ſtory 


of the Chureh, from the Baptiſt to 
the end ot the Acta. that the Apoſt les br any otheridid ba p> 


tize a childe of any Chriſtian, when he Wat grone up to 


yeares; but — Chriſtians being millions, had many 
hildren in that great track of time, and ba pfied they were. 
Now we reade not, that it was done in theit growth on pro- 


feſſion· af their faichjand therefore in their infaneie: 
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— 
aptized ] 
holy dy birth. Thiy 
ſhewes a maine difference hetween them and their children} 
vic. That ſuch parents became children of the Charch by 
inftruction , but the children.of ſuch baptized parents were 
holy, and the children of Church by 
further yin fay that this Commiffion was partly 
cirenmftantiall as for t0 goe from Nation to Nation. wie 
would know how you can prove it fo ?'by what Scripture? n 
where ever Cbriſ did [ay fo. For Chnift gave this (ommifion 
in particular to hie Diſciples, and they were to goe unto all Nak 
dient topreach the-Gospell, and: fo they did fulfill the Commifi 
they were to doe this; [6 


— 


that Cbriſ gaue them. Aud a. 
they. were to teach all Natiout to obferve the like rules of them 
bad from bid then vo teach the 
shone to obfervewhatfoever be commanded them, Se they were 
bo deave the. like ( ommiffion with every Nation as they did 
teach. Now we fee Chrift commanded the Diſriples to teach 
avd make them Dsfciples, before they fhould bapti de them, and 
{0 the Difciples were to teach all Nations to follow the fame 
ra; und ſe the Apoftle doth exhort to follow their rule and 
example as they loft un. s zi Yo 


Anfwer. 


ee 282 Lambe your deare brother, and meſſenger of ſeus 
himſelfe in his 
Jofas Chriſt) was (as he writes in that letter) to goe to Nore 
in February laſt, 164. about the Lords worke, 
as he had beene with you about the like worke. Now the 
ubſtanes f this worthy inſtruments commiſſion is the Lords 
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Painſwic ke, and Cranham, is hut a circumſtance of this mans 
commiſſion, as thi ing time and place bout acti- 
ons, may be eircumſtances of ſuch actions, without 
any text of Seripture to warrant the expreffion. I told you 
that Chriſts Commiſſion in Mat. 28. 19, 20. was a full Com- 

miſſion, to all Chriſts Miniſters under the Gofpell,extraordi-. 
nary and ordinary; and that this Commiſſion Was, that the 
Word ſhould be preached, and that the Sacraments ſhould 
be adminiſtred; and that ordinary Paſtours and Teachers in 


though they went not from Nation to Nation, and from 
ace to place. Now if ſuch a circumſtance may be dĩiſpen- 
withall, without violation of the C ommiffion, then the 
Commiſſion of Chrift there given, bindes not all Miniſters 
in every circumftance : For wee told you, that this being 
a full Commiffion to all the Miniſters ot jeſus Chriſt, to 
direct them in the worke of the — and the Mini- 
ſters of jeſus Chriſt being partly extraordinary, and partix 
ordinary, therefore in this Commiſſion here muſt be ſome- 


but his going to Nerwich, and comming to and. 


ſetled Congregations: did execute this Commiſſion fully, 


thing peculiar unto the Apoſtles (being extraomdinary Mini- 


ſters) which did not. nay, could not be found in ordinary Pa- 
ſtours and Teachers. Now ordinary Paſtours muſt preach and 
baptize, as well as the Apoſtles. W hat then is peculiar to 
Apoſtles (as being extraordinary Miniſters) in this Commiſſi- 
on? I anſwer, that it’s peculiar to Apoftles here (being pen- 
men of the Holy Ghoſt, inſpired immediately by the Holy 
Ghoft) to plant foundations, to deliver binding rules of faitn 
and worſhip immediately from God unto the Churches. 
— before were not oe ſonnes of men i By: 
thei ing and working of miracles they were to eon- 
Gentiles; that Chriſt (the ſonne of the Vir⸗- 
ga which the Jewes did crucifie) was the true Mei- 
ſias and Saviour of manltinde, the onely begotten fonne of 
matt ne: many were called unto 
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Su obedienée of the faith, by the doctrine and miracles of the 
) Apoſtles, and thefe did fulfill their miniſtery, when they 
had plamted theſe foundations, and delivered the full ca. 
non oſ the Goſpell unto the Churches, and fo being thus 
planted. they did deliver ‘over the Churches unto ordin 
paftours and teachers, as holy companies in Covenant with 
Vod. whereas before they were Idolaters, and Pagans, and 
murtheters. Now Thope youexpectinot new canons‘of 
i _ ceed Scriptures, you ‘doe not expect that ordinary Miniſtett 
ſhould work miracles. The practiſe of the Apoſtles is not then 
do be followed in things of extraordinary priviledge, but in 
matters ot ordinary faith and mortality. Ncw ordinary pa- 
ſtours finde parents in the {tare of Chriſtianity, in Covenant 
wweith God, and under His ſeale, and therefore they doe and 
* muſt baptize their children in their infaney. The ſtrict urgi 
of Apoſtolicall imitation is wicked and plaine conſuſſon 
ſomething is here peculiar to extraordinary Miniſters. 
Muy furt bor yon grant an, that Baptifme hath its Commifs 
fon from thiattext. hy then wee would know where and vun 
Chrift. gæue any Commſsion to alter it. If 
Jf mone, bow dare.you man to alter and change she 


oo wer. | 
a 


— 


at Baptiſme was here mentioned occafional+ 
ly, and that it was inſtituted long before in bu the Baptiſi 
ey Neither did A now begin to receive:a Commiſſion to 
ey: baptize; for they had received this Commiſſion 

fore, and they did preach and baptize. But now they had a 
Commiſſton to gos unto all nations, whereas before Chriſts 
reſurtection. they ere to keepwithin the precincts of 
And for an alteratibn oſ che commiſſion( by baptizing Infants 
ob Cheiftians pweiacknow ledge none, neither can you prove 
ic en alceration. but diftinguith of 
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enerall Commiſſion, and of what is common 
to Apoſtles and ordinary paſtours, and you are anſwered . 
I fay, in this ſhort ſumme of words, we ha pos 
ſtolicall miniſtery and the paſtorall miniſtery included. The 
Apoſtollcall miniſtery being extraordinary and to bee but 
fora time is ceafed , and no 3 Miniſters are to ex- 
ereiſe ſuch a miniftery as the Apoſtles did, by vertue of theit 
peculiar function, neither doe we, nor ean wee expect any 
uch Miniſtets, becauſe weought not to expect any new cas 
non of holy Seripture, nor an alteration of the pre ſent ‘Lituré 
gy. Feb. 8. 6. The canon of the facred Scripture is fall, and 
the prefent Liturgy is to continue unto the worlds end. And 
therefore it’s abfurd and imipionsfor you to utter ſuch confuse k 
ion (to uſe your one urge the Apoſtolicall 
Commiſſion upon ordinary paſtours in the ſtrict letter. And 
you run it over againe and againe; and ſtill you have the Apo- 
les Commiſſion and practiceup; whereas it you look upon 
their Commiſſion and practice as extraordinary and Apoſto. 
licall; both ate peculiar unto them, and to ceaſe wich them. 
And (as I ſaid before) A poſtles are not to be followed: by ns. 
in things of extraordinary priviledge, but in matters of ordi- 
nary faithand morality. And fo however your peeviſh rea- 
fſionings may lead your ſelves into a foolesiparadife, yet they 
hall never drive us from the wayes of Chriſ. 


| 

furtber thoſe to whom Chriſt gave this Commiſcion 


to, He ſaid He would be with them unto the endof the woriu, hut 
wre thatthe Difciples lived not to tis end. of the world. 
Aud therefore the: Commifiion dot li ſtill lat ta she end of the 
world, Thus for your tihird dys 
Tube Commiſſion indeed may be meant of a ſucceſſion of 
perfons in the miniſteriall worlds 
fetit be denyed bat chat ſome what iu this ge 
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tiſine, [aying, that God did ordinarily bleffe this Baptifme unti 
Infants, But truly &, wee cannot — wonder at your folly ix 


beteſt of all ceaſon, as to fentence that argument folly,which 
the wiſeſt in the fchoole of Reaſon judge to bee demonftra- 


Lar 
do 


Commiſſion is Apoftolicall , as to plant foundations, and to 


have an immediate Commiffion from God for to be the pens 


men now delivers 
new canon ot divine Ww nor doe they 
their calling by miracles, They — 4 


ly that which is left them by Apoſtles and Prophets Ordinar 
Miniſters preach and baptize, and God is with them, and 
will be wich their ſurvivers in that holy functionunto the 
worlds end. And thus my third reaſon is good, and ſtand it 


will againſt the ſirongeſt affaults of Satan and his wicked ine 


The fourth Reason. Ade 


Heurthiy you reafon from the frnites and effetts of Ba- 


arcafon as this, Wel. Seeing you have rendrtd 
it. we tovanfwer it. You fay Ores ut infieia. 


‘ 


Lo ſee impudency in the face of an Anabaptiſt, is a thing 
that Ino more wonder at, then:to:fee ſiſhes in the water, at 


flying fowles upon the wing. And to clamour where you can 


not anſwer, is an old trick, that haply you learned of Can( that 
great Cabaliſt for ſehiſme) while you were of the ſeparation, 


before you came to this perfection of impiety. Were I to 


deale with reaſonable men, I ſhould wonder to fee them fe 


tive. And that is an 2 draw ne from the effect. Thus 
ed; we baptize children ĩn their infancy, becauſe God 
otdinarily thake our baptizing» of Infants effectuall, to 
the ends whereunto true Baptiſine is appointed in the Gofe 
peil. Now the ends whereunto true Baptiſme is appointed 
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we fin 


~ unto finne, and are vexed in foule to fee the sbominasions of 
mala of che Lord 


ol Hieruſalem. And hereof (I fay} we (through Gods ble ſ- 
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tn vindicated,. 
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ton Chriſt, to dye unto ſinne and to 
And y give 

teſtimony to a falſe Sacrament; by making it effectuall to the 

ends w Hereunto a true Sacrament is appointed. If this be fol · 

ly, then you doe well in encepting againſt it, but if truth. then 

you have 9 — old otc viz. That a fooles bolt is. 

— thot. let us heare refutation. 


“Tow (ay ise but we — 
generally all children to be as vile, and as wic 
ed, when they are come to 7 yaa ed men. For 
there — 


of this reafon I told you 
us (that were baptized in inſaney) we have as humble ae 


asmeck and mortified men and women, as any armen. dnt 
Anabaptiſts, to fay no more. We have thofe the that dye ne 


others. Againe wee have thofe that beare u a the 
Jefus. Their lives are holy and lovely . 
They are ſound in the faith, — in their nese Be and rea-. 
dy unto all good Works. They deny themſelves. They ad- 
They. afflid their foules, and {eek the peace 


vance free 


fing ),have not a few and all the{e baptized in their infancy. 
And whereas you ſay, that all children generally are as vile & 


u wicked, when they are come to any bigneffe, as any wick · 
men. I tell you. that this your charge is unjuſt. wick - 


ed. and ſlanderous, for many children of godly parents among 
(that were baptized, in their inſancy doe manifeſi 
gracious fruits of their incorporation into Chrift by Bap» 
tiſme, as foonc asthey come to any bigneſſe. And wer fe. 
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tilme that ch 


The Covenant Plea 


(conſidering the immaturity. of their age, 
and the cortuption and frailty of mans natute) are ( 
fometimes, and in ſome particulars (being and 


shit they rewalne untill the 


i. 
of 
workinpe n them, and nem mould them. fo that it is the word 


* 
re wewnelv of life, 


ted to Baptiſme. Rem,6. 3,4, J. And ſalvation by Jeſus Chrift 
his reſurrection is attributed to Baptiſme. “Pet. 3. 21. And 
therefore for you to exclude Baptiſme from having any ftroak 
in the change of man from nature to grace isnot to ſpeał ac. 
cording to the language of cho geriptures of God. Christ 
— eleanſe His Church the wathing-of 
water by the word. 2 Here the Apoſtle doth joyn 
Baptifme, and the word as joint · inſtruments in mans ſanctiſl. 
cation, and there fore you ate led by an anti · Apoſtolicall {pit 
in excluding Baptiſme. But now you have forgotten 
diſcourſe, for] doth ordinarily make du 
izing of Infants effectuall to the ends wheretnto trie 
Baptiſme is appointed. And now you fay, that it is not bap- 
angeth the baptized, but the word. Well, God 
ordinarily by His word changeth and new mouldeth the hap· 
tized in their infaney. and ſo God by His word ordinarily 
makes baptiſme effectua li unto: perfdns that were in 
their 1 And this ie that which wee would hive.” 
And thus you fee that while you had forgotten God in His 
ordinances of grace, you forgot what you were about. And 
malte you ſueh an oppoſition between the word prea 
both ate the word 
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_ catechife and preach, but it's God that makes His word effe- 


inſtructions of their inſtructours ? Anſwer this and the pro- 


Baptifme' 
fal nde their B Aprifme by their frni 


thereforéby 
the-word that makes change 
not their ba 


— 


The word preached i is the word audible, and 


are the word vifible, both the word of God to the fitting of 
His elect for Heaven, Wee baptize with water, that’s our 
duty: but it’s Chrift that baptizeth with the Holy Ghoſt. We 


ctuall to the ends whereunto it’s appointed. God maft bee 
look t upon in all His ordinances, as a wife worker that makes 
them all I help fullunto one another, and one muſt not exclude 


_ aother: The Infants of the were cireumciſed in their 


infancy, but that Sacrament became a long time ‘afterward 


@ effe duall by the inſtruction of their teachers. Shall we now 


for this cauſe exclude cireumciſion as inefleQuall,becaufe God 
made it not effe@uall unto them untilla long time after by the 


portion will hold in pædo· baptiſme. It’s wild divinity to fay; 
that an ordinance is not to bee ufed, unleſſe it rae effect 


For wee foew After | 
„ the vileſi creatures that bes, ſo that, if wee 


its before they. come 


the word wie may juſtiy fay, that their 
iftme was abominable its evill fruits. I fay, i we foould 
any thin ingof the effett-of their Baptiſie, this-wee 
it. But wee will bee Spars 


in nur cenſarer, als 


— are in children after Bapti/me unt 
rupted nature, and their Baptiſine to. — ine ff 
All this well cunſderrd 

inthe children and others, 


* 


me plain Jee, ther it word 
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Mie ſind not all baptized: children of Cbriſtian parents u 
dad as this your wicked charge doth import. Nay there are 
creatures wotſe then the worſt of them, and therefore you 
are a falſe aecuſer and uniuſt ſlanderer, nd you cannot male 
it good. But you have forgotten the buſineſſe in hand again, 
I told you that God did ordinarily make our baptizing of la- 
fants eſfectuall to the ends, whereunto true Baptiſme is ap. 
pointed in the Goſpell. And this the Lord may doe, though 
the moſt of thoſe that we baptize in their infancy prove vi. 
tious in their converfation, and but few of them religions; a 
long as the Lord doth it ordinarily , 5. e. by ordinary meanes 
N ree uſually, as by His word and ordinances in His Church. 
for: what elſe. can you underſtand by the word [ ordis 
marily? ] L fay , as long as the Lord doth thus ordinarily 
make our baptizing of Infants effectuall to the proper enda af 
true Baptifme, appointed in the Goſpell, though but to? 
few of the baptized, our argument ſtands And you can 
no more conclude from the vitiouſneſſe of the baptized in in · 
fancy, that that practice of baptizing Infants is ahominable. 
then you may from the vitiouſneſſe of the jewes, that their 
eircumeiſion in their infancy was abominable, becauſe there 
were but ſew of them, unto whom God ordinarily made it 
effectuall to the proper ends, wheteunto it was appointed in 
the word, for among them there were but few that did be- 
leiue in the Aeſaiu. & yeild obedience unto Gods holy Law 
in heart and life. And now how juſt your concluſion is ſrom 
my premifes, let all men fee.: And no wonder that you make 
my premiſes ſpeak your one concluſion, for you make the 
_ word of God ſpeał hat you plenſe. And ſhould we judge 
of your Baptiſme by your fruits, i. i by your doctrine and te- 
nents, (tor that is the cue meaningot (Marth. 6. as you 
fore, I fay, fhould a man judge of the Baptiſme of Anabap- 
by their doctrine and denenta, he gould not but conclde, 
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For Infants vindicated, = 79 
bat your Baptiſme is a moſt abominable and execrable thing | 
(though you are adulti before you are baptized.) For 
baptiſts deny original finne iniInfants, and hold bundle of 
hereſſes, as you may fee in Ofianders Enchiridion of contro: 
verſies with Anabaptiſts. And the moſt {tri@ in your religion 
are the moſt vile, and God doth not ordinatily make your _ 
Baptiſme effectuall to the proper ends, whereunto true Bap 
tilme i med in the Goſpell. And ‘whereas you ſay that 
we may fee, that it is the word that makes children and o- 
_ thers fit for Baptiſme, and not their parentage, I think herein 
you fay you know not what, in making an oppoſition be- 
tween the word and parentage, if by parentage, you meane 
Chriftian parentage, if not, you ſpeak not to the point in 
hand. We fay that the word fits all for Baptifme. The word of 
inſtruction in the Covenant makes the alien fit for Baptifine, 
and the word of the Covenant makes children of baptized 
ents fit for Baptiſme. as the word of inſtruction made 4. 
brabam and his Profelytes fit for circumciſion, but che word 
of the Covenant made their children fit for circumciſion in 
their infancy. Gen. iq. .. 
Againe, God ſuffered the Patriarches to live in the finne of 
42 652 for atime, through their ignorance, yet God did 


bleſſe them, and paffe it by, but this ij no warrant for u to 


againft the light, nor iguerantly for mant of. feoking 


170 wer. 


Zut how comes this in? How / doth chis batter my reaſon 
und affertion? Oh? I cry you mere. Tapprehended not your 
meaning at the firſt. Your meaning is, that the Church of 
Chriſt hath finned in baptizing Infants of parent, 
and that God paſſed it by, becauſe they did itignotantly, for 
want of light. But now ſince Lambe your Founder, and yo 
dis Difeiples have brought it into, = let it up in the Coun- 
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Covenants Plea 


to Sacraments. Th:s you know wat nov right, as appeares by 


” grey}wiz. that none mult be baptized untill they give telt, 


mony of their faith and repentance. All (though hitherto 
they have baptized children in their infancy) muſt hences 


forth forbeare that practice, if not they ſinne wilfully againſt 


the true light that you have brought, or at leaſt ignorantly, if 
they will not ſeek unto your light for direction. And fo my. 
argument is not worth a ſtraw, for albeit God hath hitherto 
made our baptizing of Infants effectuall to the proper ends, 
whereunto true Baptifme is appointed in the Goſpell, be- 
cauſe wee did it ignorantly before this light came into the 
countrey, but now you (as a new Apoſtle) can tell us, th 
God will dae: fo no longer. If this bee not your meaning. l 
know not how this ſtory can argue againſt this fourth reaſon 
ot mine. And moſt probable, this is your meaning, tor it ſuiti 
well with your former blaſphemies; for when you fell upon 


this courſe of rebaptizing, you were wont to fay uſually co 


your old acquaintance; that we are bound to bleſſe God for 
thecommingof this light among ft us. However if chis bes 
your ing (as I am confident it is) yet in this you are de · 
ecived, for the devill did fet up this light heretofore in the 
eountrey. And God did put it ont againe, And fo yours muſt 
out too, as ſoone as it hath led as many wanderers into the 


bogges, as God hath appointed it unt o 


Anabaptilt. 


many groffe thin 4, that bave been 
pratticed inthe Church of England 
the admitting of drunkards ucleane perfons, and {uch like 


confeffion and prattife, Now God hath ſuffered this a long 
what, ſbal that God approved of 


theſe thinge Nays if von mil, ſ it But. wee will not cone 
fon uu liuot me dars not. why then the cafe 


ane, aud therefore thus in no gruumd all. 
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fay, that a. profefled beggcr is never out of his way; 
And there is a kind of teaſgning which wer call beggery in 
Schooles, and then it auſed Petstio princtpsjindifputationibus, 
_ when the opponent.is draw ne ſo drye of arguments, that un- 
leſſe the anfwerer. grant bim ſome abſurd ptinciple, hee can 
kat ee the oppoſite part no longer. And o I thinke you: 
ave almoſt run your felfe out of breath, and now unleſſe I 
will acknowledge, that the baptizing of Infants is a grofie: 
practiſe in the Church of England, you can fay no more a- 
gainſt this rea ſon. The baptizing of Infants in the Church of 
gland muſt have no mote Warrant from the word of God. 
then the admitting of drunkłatds to the Lords table. But if I 
will not grant you this ex favore, you cannot prove it. And 
ſutely ſhould I grant you this, I ſhould bes a man of as little 
conſeience, as yon.are ofreafon, It s ane thing for God to 
ſuffer things in a Church, and another thing to make an ordi- 
nance effectuall by His ordinary concurrency. And the godly 
(in all reformed, Churches] that have bewailed the things: 
you mention, have ſtill defended as well by practiced pædo- 
aptiſme, and now ta this day doe {till che fame, As for the 
ceremonies I dare not canclade, that their ule. is a groſſe and 
ſinfull practice, but leave them to every mans conicience: 
~ tonfeor not to uſe, as God ſhall give liberty or put reſtraint. 
Further you bring us the exatsple of wife and learned men: 
which dee for Infants paper We anſwer, that poffible 
it for wiſe und learned min (as any are upon car th) forte 
be blind and ignorant , concerning fome-things in the wor 
was an eloquent mas and mighty in the Scripture, and yer th 
man was deceived the fume pein of forcbe only 
knew the Baptifme of ſohn, and we fee Aquila and priſcilla s 
couple of private perfons did teach and infirull this wife man in 
the perfest way of the Lord. fo alfa Nicodemus Toh: 
Nan % Mz 
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The Covenunts Plea 


again; Jed wheré tha Were wife 


other examples in Scriptube we bave to the pac 
therefore 


And that ani and “Priftille,4 couple of private perfons, 


be was a Ruler Jenes, and when (rift [aid he muh 


be borne againe, he thougbt he mut pave ge 


ne into bis mothers 
in thik And 
of Balaain, he counred & wife and Prepbet, and yop 
Affe could fee shar which he could not; for hi Affe perceis 
Vr the Angell of the Lora in the way , when he went te 
phe people, when Baladm could por [ee bim. fr 


it ir the For and learned men to be blinde mi 
concerning wme things in the worſpip and fervice 
ofGod , then it’s probable, that fooles, and unlearned 


men may be blinde, and ignorant concerning fome things, in 


the worthip and fervice of God much more. But your mes 


Ming ie, that you'have’a priviledge of not etring: That in- 
isa thing that your Church holds, And why fay 
that Apollos was deceived about the fame point of baprifine? 


did inſtruct him in the perfect way of the Lord ? Was it pe 
do-baprifine that was deceived about / If not, how 
che fane point of baptiſme? For the point in controyerſie 


betweene yon and is · baptiſme And what meane 


‘you in faying, that Apollos was inſtructed in the perfect way 
of the Lord by Aquila and Prifcila, a couple of private 
per ſons / That your way of baptixing is che perfect way of 
the Lord and that Miniſtere muſt be inſtructed by you (being 


private perfons) in this point ? And ſor MWcsdemm you dot 


well to wonder. where his wifdome was, when he talked ſo 


carnally of tegeneration, as if hee were to returne unto the 
ſſtate of infants-anbome) before he could be truely regencrae 


ted i a We wonder where your wiſedome was, when you 
tallted ſo carnally of baptiſme, as it you (Chriftians by birth, 
and baptined in yout infancie) muſt returne into the ſtate of 
Pagatis and Inſideb, and ſo come into the Church * 
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For 


Gon, before. you could be And 
you of Balaam, that wem to curſt the 
Affe that faw-theAngell of the in ak ? 
muſt be granted, that you are the people of God, and that I 
am Balaam that curſe you, becaufe I preach againſt you, 
But ate you mine Affe that fee th - Angell of 1 u 
ba ptiſme in my way Furely they are filly: fooles that 

willtidew n Affes, where Horſes are fo plentiſull. I have 
many good books to enforme me, and many grave Miniſtert, 
learned and godly to advife withall, if need were And I 
mutt tell — I am ſo farre from ſcrupling about 
baptifine« that I fee the engen of the Holy Ghoft upon 

it. But to what purpofe all this is alleadged by you (here in 
this place ) I know not. It fhewes onely that men may erre,. 
and fo may you. And now let all men — sag aes: 


ing me of for rendring of this ten. 


Anabaptiſt. 


this argument i- as weake as the others. Fer we have examen 


ples in Scripture of true Churches have heone-deceived in 


things, and held guolfe shi 


and great afi orders, and yet 
tao; the feven Churches 


. Your meaning is, that all other true > Chasches (45 you call 
them) — this point af baptiſme, and that yqu onely 
are right. This is a very Deren and pithy refutation 
of the ent drawne from the example of other true 
Churches. But looke upon this argument in my Sermons 


of Aſia, a of 
and ſo the Church of Corinth, with ethers. — 
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Faeertue of a divine reftraint, then we fhould lay iniquitie up. 


The. (Covenants Plea 


1 out Off as you ſeeme to intimate. For in this laſt reaſon 
faid , that tize children of Chriftian becꝛuſe 
it’s the practice of other reformed Churches , which God 
hath bleſſed in that way, with 
gifts. Now if we fhould forbeare baptizing of infants, 


dn whole Ringdomes, and ‘godly ſocieties, where Ppado- 


ſion rent, and ſehiſme betweene us and other true Churches, 


with whom we ſhould endeavour to hold communion and 


fellow fhip as companies of Saints, that ftand as ae 
Chrift.as our Now yon will fay; chat 


Ie are not to bold with Churcher 

But to hold communion with other Churches in the prattice 
Fado. baptiſens, is to bold communion with other 
( barches in finne. Ergo 

ine are not to bold ‘communion with other Churches ix the 


prattice of 
they) baptizing of infants isa We 


Bot infuner of baptized parents are not baptizable, “Ergo” 
obaptine infants of baptized parents is a 


Well, ou will proxe the affamption thus 1. ae 
 ‘Onely beleevers are baptizable, 


Bore sufants o iftians are not beleevers. Ergo 


for'the Setipture doth no where terme perſons unbeleeverss 
for che habit of unbeliefe negatively, but for the habit of un 
belieſe pofitively> And to be a belee ver (in your ſenſe) is re- 
unto for made- Chriltian: , dat not for @ 


* 


great inereaſe of heavenly- 


daptiſme is ptactifed : And this would make 2 mighty divi· 
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vo proceed. and conſider your miſcellane rhapfodie, that 
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For Infants vindicated, 


borne € hriftiam:: And to fays:that:infants of Chriftiansare 
not beleevers is abſurd : And therefore however you may 
ſeeme to paſſe over this argument as a ſleight thing. you ſhall 
finde there was more ht in it, than ever you can anſwer. 
But you fay well (however ) in faying that this argument of 
mine is as Weake as the other. ] beleeveitindeed : and ſo 
as the others dot ſtand upon ſuch a foundation; as you cannot 
undermine, ſo let this. And now let all men ſee how well 
your boaſting, and your anſwering doe agree together, for 
you have boaſted up and done that you have anſwered, all 
mine arguments, and I thinke all as well as any. But let us 


ſollo wes in your paper. 


Again there iss much controverfic among, you. Minin 

ers, concerning who (Gould be baptized, it i yon 
and us, For yor, and Mi Ca 
others of the beft Minifters:doe bold, that all the children with 
in the Nation foowld be. baptized i aud the Adimfters of News 
England, aud other reſormed Churches dos hold, that none 
Bouid be baptixed but the chiddren of beleevers, who are judg · 
ed to be belec vers at leaſt. Now here i as much difference a- 
mong you, as between yon and : And therefore we may juſt- 
ly fay, goe and reconcile youn ſelvet, and you may doe the bet- 
ter mith u. For if we foould yeeld.unto you, we cannot tell to 
which of you te: turne unto; whether fo. you that hold all so be 


baptized, or thoſe that hold fome:to be baptized. But the truth 


&, unleſſe you give ws better groundithen any yet We fee, we 
Hall turne te nriiber of, ‘you, with Gods helpe ta ſtrengt hen . 


We all agree in the point of Pædo - haptiſme, namely, that 
children of beleevers are to be baptized in their inſaneie, and 
ſo in this point the difference ĩs not ſo wide, as betweene yon 
and us. Herein youlay a falſe imputation upon us, a thing 
ybod: 
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High and Low, &¢. But what they doe in Mem- Eegiand, 
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diſp — appkares by your ufualt practioe: 
and us, or New. England, you muh 


murne ſrom your owne: way: Our agreement is ſuch, that we 


are one in the Panto-baprifme againſt you. Wet 
kin this Land) hold, fall patents are 
baptizable im their infancie; by verme uf the Covenant of 
Grace, under vhich ſuch children were borne, as children of 
all circumcifed parents were circumcifable in their infancie; 
by vertue of the fame Covenant of Grace, under which they 
were borhe ; this isthe and practice of al) res 
formed Churchesthat Diino the: French, Scberiſh, D atch, 


know not. The Records of their Church orders and tenents 
are not in print. But they which fay they follow — 
and wil not baptine ati children of belec vers neishe 


_exceporhey: be inebedir Covenant. Except belecvers 
into their Covetiant, they ſhall have no commons with them 
at the Eords table, neither fhall their chudrem be baptized by 


them. Bux their Warram for this practice — 
we the it amjuſt und 


impious v that per ſons under Gods Co 


voenant of Graces ſhould be deprived of Gods ſeaſes, whieh 
be unto that Covenant. And more. 


over, for them te deny children of baptired 


parents, I ſet n teafor, are vitious\ in 


their HNves, x —— within the 
Chureh, ‘anid itethe Ham fare that rhe 
children wes (whoſt parents 


were not kept backe Sacrament of eircumeiſton; 


was the Covenant of Grace, and not of Workes.. There are 


two Covenants that God hath made with men, vir. the 
Covenant of. Workes andthe Covenant of Grace’: And of 
theſe Covenaties’ there were two heads, namely, the firlt 
Adam, anch the ſecond With the: firſt Adam God 


did trie a 
y 


you; and thar which your: can 


were profune in liſe) 


for that And the veaſor is hecauſt that Covenant 
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indica ted. 


body in Covenant did and fo che e- 
venant and thereby deprived himſelte, and all his mem 
bers of che ꝓriviledges thereof, and ſo death entred upon all 
men; in that all had finned: in cheir Head. Wich che ſe- 
cond Adam nit Chriſt, God did a Covenant of 
Grace i and Chritt the head oſ his body in this Covenant re · 
maines juſt, and the juſtiſier of his members :; and therefore 
his members cannot be deptived of the priviledges of this 
Covenant, forthe detauit of immediate parents, Now for 
the ſe men inchis way (as tha fay) of New England, to put 
ꝛ aftop unto the Covenant a Gtace, in denying baptiſine un- 
to children of baptized patents i ſee no warrants For ſuſt. 
This practice deſtroyes the nature of this Covenant. For 
parents by: their mi ſcarriage haue broken the Covenant 
Workes, but not che Lovenatr of Grace : this rema ines en- 
tire in Chriſt. ho is che head of the children horn under 
this Covenant. And theſe children, though by naturall ge- 
neration they are the off · ſpring ot ſuch wicked parents, yet 
by reafon ot the Covenant under which they were borne , 
they are the children of the Covenant. This practice then is 
4 pre of an higher nature than theſe men are awart 
off: albeit their intent be a reformation, yet the meanes 
is diabolicall. Secondly, This practice doth vertually accuſe 
Chriſt the Head, as a violater of this Covenant of Grace; for 
as. long the Head remaines juſt and the jultifier of his 
membets, his members are hot to be debarred of their privi- 
ledges, whereof under the Goſpell Baptiſme is the firk. And 
the vitious carriage of immediate parents, can no more ex- 
clude a childe from Baptiſme now than could formerly the 
vitious carriage of jewiſh parents: their children 
from the priviledge of Circumciſion. Now ſome (tu evade 
this) fay, chat che Church of the ‘was a Nationail 
Church, but the Church of Snglaad is not ſo. But this is 
but a meere ſhiſt to evade whae they cannot anſwwer, for 
Proſelytes who were nut of that Nation, were to have chem 
_ children circumciſed, and circumcifion was enjoyned and 
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practiſed before the Jjewes were a National Church , even 
when and while they were a Family- Church. But to the 
poine „l fay that the Church of the Jewes was a National 
Church in ſome things after a peculiar manner; as Fink; 
God had tyed himſelfe to remaine with chat Nation by his 
Ordinances of grace, untill Shiloh came. Secondly, that Na- 
tion was oncea yeare (in the reprefentative body 
to meet at one common place, (vix. at Hierufalem) about 
the worſhip of God by divine appointment. Now God 

hath not tyed himfelfe to the Church of Bugtand for any {ee 


terme of time; nor is there by divine appointment any fet 
place of worſhip for the whole Nation to meet in once 4 


about the worfhip of God. But thirdly, the Church 


che ſewes was a2Navionslli Church becanſe the whole 


Nation had received the Doctrine and Covenant of grace, 
and in this ſenſt hope Lapland is Nationall Church. And 


in this ſenſe the Church of be a Nationall Church, 


that’s as much as brequire. | But ſutely thefe men have fome 
other: meaning (hen they ſay that the Church of the Jewes 


was a National Church, and the Church of Exglaud is not) 


than as yet they date to utter, (though among them you ſhall 


. feldome finde a man tongue tyed.) Their meaning is, that 


the whole Nation of the Jewes pell· mell, were by courſe to 


de admitted to the priv iledges of that typicall miniſtration, 


and fo the children of vitious parents too. hecauſe of that 
Nation ; but under the Goſpeil ſince Chrift; onely the chil · 


dten ot godly parents are to be ſealed into Gods peculiar by 


and others are not; and here they would bring in 
their Couenant as the fbrme of the Church: But the chil- 


drem he qc ws were not circumciſed becauſe that Na- 


but becauſe uf Gods Covenant with that Nation. And 


ſa out children are not to be baptiaed becauſe of ſuch a Na- 
tion. but becauſe of Gods Covenant with ſuch a Nation; and 
the children, oſ all baptixed parents are borne under Gods 


of Grace and whether their parents be vitious or 


810 eV. 
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For Infants vindicated, 
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_ nant. The religious lives of his parents (being workes) doe 


not entitle him to the Covenant: and initiall ſeale thereof. 
And the vitious lite ot parents baptized (being wer can- 


pot make voyde the childes title to the Covenant and initiall 
ſeale thereof. For his title unto the Covenant and initiall 
ſeale thereof lies in Chriſt, who remaines jult, and the juſti. 


fier of his members; and the elect feed may paſſe through — 


the loynes of vitious parents, and often doe, whereas. godly 
parents may have reprobates to their children. If then theſe 


men have any thing to object againſt Chrift, as a violater of 


the Covenant of Grace, let them fay on, and they fhall bee 
anfwered ; but if nothing, how dare they denyche initialk 
ſeale ofthis Covenant unto the children of this Covenant. 

Now many honeft-hearted Chriſtians carried away with the 
faire thew of thefe men, doe not fee the high iniquity of this 
practice. 3. The practice of debarring infants of baptized 
parents from baptiſme, for the looſe lives of their parents is 
no better than high facriledge: For ſuch children being not 
Pagans, borne out of the Church, but Chriftians, borne with- 
in the Church, and of the holy feed ; borne (I fay.) under the 


Covenant of Grace, are therefore to have (as their birth=- — 


right) that Covenant under which they were borne, put un- 


der ſeale unto them For the mifcarriage of the parents can- 


not deprive the children of their portion in Gods Covenant 


of Grace; feeing workes are not the ground of that right of 


theirs, but Gods free grace in Chrift : and the childe hath as 
primitive a right unto this Covenant as the parent. For the 


words of the Covenant are, I will be thy God, and the God of: 


thy feed after thee in their generations. And therefore, how- 
ever vitious. parents are to bee kept backe from the Lords. 
Supper for their reformation , yet their infants cannot be 
kept backe from Baptiſme, and fo put a ftop unto the Cove- 


nant of Grace, where God puts none. Fourthly and laftly,. 


3 this is.a new way, fo it's grounded upon new-Divinity,. 
which none ot the orthodox D the Church of 7 * 
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tilts, and as loving to one another as 
thie we conſoſſe may be. But Sir, this doth ill appeare ſome- 


land were ever principled. in, in the Schoolesiof the bro. 
phets : for if that the perſonall ſinne of the immediate parent 
be abarre againſt intfants baptiſme, then there are more ſins 

imputed belideęs the ſirit ſiqne of Adam ʒ but there is no othet 
ſinne imputed , but anely the firſt firme of Hadan And 
thus you fee that I am as great an adverſary againſt thoſe 
whofe practiſes doe any way oppugne the nature of the Co. 
venant of Grace, as I am againſt you. For my purpoſe is to 
maintaine the quarrell of Gods Covenant againſt all oppo- 
ſers, as tis my duty and office, and i hope my Brethren and 


Fathers in the lniverfities and in the Countrey will affoord 


me their pious ayde and aſſiſtance. And that all good Chri- 
ſtians will befeech God at the Throne of Grace, to carry on 
His one wor ke in me, and in all that thal) endeavour to 
hold forth the Truth of God unto His people, that godly’ 
hearts and tender conſeiences may not bee miſ. led by the 
good words and faire ſpeeches of Satans agents, And for 


you that are carried away into this way of re · baptizing, the 


Lord give you to ſee where you are. And for thoſe of the 


Separation, the Lord fhew them wherein they doe exceed, 


for their wayes are not right before the Lord, nor juſtifiable 
by His Word. And now for you to ſay that you will turne 
neither to ua, nor to thoſe of New- England, unleſſe you fee 
better grounds; We muſt tell you, that you muſt bring bet- 


ter exceptions againſt the grounds that wee have laid for 


Pado-baptifme, or elſe we muſt conclude that you blaſ- 

pheme the Name of God, in defiring his-helpe for to 

| hen you in your way. e ; 
Anabaptiſt. 


Againe, you alleadge the qualifications of fome men that bold 
againft us, which (you fay) are as good as any of the Anabap- 
of the other fide: But 


timer, far there be fome of your coate that are ready to bite 
and devoure one another , for a ſimall trifle many times ire 
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Anabaptiſt 


Anabaptiſts are all fo 
che fat macy. And 


— 


itz multe 


towhiteend 1 the 


men, 
you may fee in my fourth reafon ; and what doth all this 


Miniſters ſometimes have 


But that 
their failings. 


good men, yea 


per, and to make your anſwerer work. 
Anabapeite 


ay you faid further, that they were prot, 
of them all. Now &, you did well to compare 
ſelver to the wort of them, For wee ac. 
deft, ro bee the worff man File. An 
ble men with our but we baſſe 
only to he your miftake the beat 0 


the beft of your 


com 


this 

I id any (eh ching, was mightily indeed 


¢ much miftaken in you alfo , for I 

89 ou had been truly butchened in conſtjence. and 
allendgetl tHings, as ight bave t 

fatistaCtion Of confticnce · baptiſmie, 


carindt refell. 5 pardon me this miſtake cob. But it 


Thould'feem; thar this merry paflage is none of the atguments 


you build your faith bat paficit by null, and judge 

if the heat of expréffions,as Wee judge of your 
baptiting in Severweto bee a null, and miltake inthe Heat of 
your 8055 zeale, and therefore you chofe ſo cold s ſeaſon, 
and fo great 


é 


| Anabaptift: 


tor which (you fay well) rhey are tod blame: 
But what? This is one of your expletives, to fillup your pas 


bod, as if each particular ſtrove for 


nothing but ſcorning, and fltightingof What 
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men too, for which tber are too blame. 


— 


92 
— 


Furt ber yon demand of vs, where we can bring any example - 


~ 


will have no care. 


llenying Ba ptiſſne unto children 
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— — . 


tiſine. 


7 any Charch gathered, that did deny Infants B 
at we will quick! that we have no example of any 
And fo your queſt ian is and as yon [aid to uu, wee re- 
the like to you; where the Holy Ghoft bath no tongue, wee 


You fay, no Churchgathered or ungathered doth baptize 
Infants, but ere now you ſpeak of reformed Churches, and 
here no Church baptizeth Infants. Your, meaning is, that 


Baptiſme is the forme of a Church, and fo no Baptiſme, no 


Church, and Baptiſme of Infants is no Baptifine ; as though — 
a Church were not before Baptiſme was initiruted, as though 
you were members of no Church, till you were baptized. 
of no Church, then no members of Chrift, and fo dying not 
to be faved, but haply I miftake your meaning, You confeſſe 
that you can bring no example of any gathered Church in 
the new. Teſtament that did deny Baptiſme unto Infants, 
whofe parents were baptized, and in the ſtate of Chriſtiani- 
ty. Neithet doth the Holy Ghoſt any where in the new Te 
ftament either expreficly , or hy neceſſary deduction deny 
Baptiſme unto ſuch children, And therefore Anabaptilts in 
ro children pts are not 
therein led by the Spirit of God. The Holy Ghoft ſpeakes 
exprefiely, that children even of one beleeving penent 6 


Saints. 1 Ce. 2. £4. and no ſuch thing was predicate 


any Gentiles children, before taith in Chrilt put that honour 
uponcheni, and yet many, yea molt of chem barne. in 
Jock. And Lam your Maſter do acknowledge the married 
fpoken off, 1 Cer, 7,14. to bee married, nay law fully mar- 
tied before faith came to make either their marriage ot chil- 
dren holy. Look upon his letter, and you ſhall find, * 
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he{pealtes that, or plaine non-fenfe. But Thave had fpecch | 


with your Maſter already about his judgement upon this 


text, and i think that (if your Mater: will be hut ingenuous) 


we are agreed. But you his Difciple have gotten another 


trick to put the Holy Ghoſt to ſilence here, in this text. (As 
the proverbe is, ſeldome comes a better, àa bad Maſter, and a 


worſe Scholler.) You:talke of childrens being holy in the 
Apoſtles eſtimation. Happily ycuhave gotten that old Po- 


writings. They fay that all Pauli titing is not to bee taken 
forthe holy Canon, becauſe Paul faith, not the Lord but I. 
not I but the Lord. And in that you ſaid that children were 
holy in the Apottles eftimation ; I ſuppoſe you reſted 1200 
that rotten prop of Popery. And ſo you will have the Holy 
hoſt to have no tongue where you will have no eare; for: 
the Holy Ghoſt ſpeakes as well by neceſſary deductions. as in 
exprefie words, and the Holy Gheit hath a tongue in the true 
ſenſe of the Scripture, as well as in the expreſſe letter. But 
you have ſaid enough, you confeſſe you have no example in 
the new Teſtament, ‘where Baptiſme was ever denied unto 


Infants ol baptined parents, neither have you any Command 


or Commiſſion from Chriſt our only Monarch, and Law - gi- 
ver for denying of Baptiſme, unto Infants of baptized pa · 
rents. And therefore you doe not derive your power from 
Chrift the King of the Church, but from the dexill in ſo do- 
HOY 1 ‘argue from this ground. 


Se deny Baptiſine per[ons ta whom Chrift denies 


it not, are from the devill, and not from Cr. 


deny ute perſenbth Crit 


are from the devill and not from C hrift. 


The aſſumption may thus be proved irreſragably, 15 


0 Infants of baptized parents are perſons to whem Chrift denies 
att mor 


pith) fhife , that the Papiſts are wont to have againſt Pais 
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in the new Teſtament where Chriſt faith either 


Commiffion Chri. 


‘Now bring forch * 


Baptiſme is denied unto Infants of baptized parents. If you 
can bring no ſuch thing forth (as indeed you cannot) then 
let all men know; chat yu ute the devill. and not from 


Chriſt, ia denying Baptifine uo ſuch Infants. And ſo you 
ſet up che devill, and nor ‘Ohrilt in that practiſe. For C hriſt 
hath no provifoin His Commiffion for Baptiſme, wherein 
the Infants of baptized parents are denied. She w us any pl — 


by true deduction, you {hall not baptize Infants . — 
Pee See chen whom you ſerve, and whence you derive 
your powert even from the devill. Now take the fame wea» 
ponsand fight us, and argue 


dente’ it, fam the drvil and not from hriſt. 
“But Minifters of the Church of England adminifter — 
to perfons unto whom denies it, 


of the England ar fom the devised 


Wee will deny your minor propofition,and you 9 
| will proveit thus; vit. 


of baptized parents are nto whom Cirit 
denies B apts me, 
32 Minifters of the Charch of Enyland adminifter Bap- 
unte Infants of baptized parent? , Rtgo 
CMinifters of the Church of England ute ‘Baptifine 
Chriff denies it ‘unto, — N.! 


Now the major propofition of this is 
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falfe, and it cannot poſſibly be made good by the Seripture. 
Make aoe the day is yours, 1 fay; make this good, 
viz, That Chrift in His Gofpell doth any where deny Bap- 


tifme unto Infants of baptized parents, and then we will ac. 
knowledge that you have your 
of baptized 


power (of debarring Infants 
) from Chtiſt; the which untill you doe 
we will look upon you, as pet ſons that have your Commi f 
fion from the de vill, and not from Chriſt. And wee in bapti 
zing Infants of baptized — are in the way of Chrift, 
and have our Commiſſion Him, and He will defend us 
from your virulent rage, and bleſſe our miniſter . 


Anabaptiſt. 


Next yes feem ro fag fomething concerning 
and you bring us the example of the Church of the Ephefians, 
which were Fewes and Gentiles converted, and brought ont of 
the miferable eftate that they were in before , and now be- 
ing converted they were engrafted inte Chrift , not before, but 
yet thoſe previledges that are 
there fpoken to the Church of the Epheſians, which were all cou. 
verts; fay you make thefepriviledges and benefits that they 
were 3 of. to belong to the whole nation of Pagan, few, 


and Gentile in their natural conditions, which is groſſe 
wrefting of she teur, and much prejudice to the priviledge of 
the Gospel: Aud likewife that place # Cor. 12. con 


being baptized into ane Spirit, which 
to all before comverhon, which was only peculiar to the converts 
of the Church of Corinth. and therefore pray take heed bow yor 
wreft abo Seriprwre'te accomplifh your owne ᷑ 


priviledge you attribte 


I aid in oppoſition to the ſtate of the Pagan Gentiles, that 


the condition ofthe Gentiles, where the Gofpell i 
ced and they baptizeu hot now the fame in 


orf are made inigh Ke. Bybeſ. 2. 2 And by one ſpirt 


the Covent, 
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are We all baptized into one body whether wee) be Jewes or 
Gentiles: 1 Cor. 18. 13. And whether this bee. not faithfall 
dealing with the Scripture, let the texts by your ſelſe alleadg - 
ed judge. Did I at all make any mention of perſons in their 
naturall condition, or fay that che priviledges of the Gofpell 
did belong to the whole nation before converfion ? Fye! 
Fyel Is this faire dealing? I ſpake no more, nay not fo much; 
as is expreſſely written in the texts alleadged. But ſomewhat 
your venemous tongues muſt utter, and if you cannot wound 
our cauſe, you wil traduce our per ſons. Our queſtion was about 
pædo- baptiſme, and we conveighed and contrived the mats 
ter in theſe termes; vic. whether children of holieſt parents 
even in pureſt Churches are to bee baptized in their infancy? 
And we propounded the queſtion of pur poſe in theſe termes, 
that we might come directly to the point. And therefore all 
that you ſay in this cavill is rather ad perfonam, then ad rem. 
The like ſalſe aſpetſion you caſt upon me before, and there 
you are anſwered. And fo to anſwer here were but to anſwer 
pointy cn folly. And now what humour you are here led 
Further, gen would know whether the Covenant be not ſoci- 
all, wesnfwer, ibatit's ſociall in refpetbof the durance or con» 
tinuance of it. As thus, that it 2 te all ations unto the 
end of the morld, or elfe, woe unto s, if wee are left without 4 
Covenant or Promiſe. For if the Promiſe had ceaſed, then 
what bopes had there been for us, the force of the Promiſe con. 
cerning what Cod is and mill be to his people dash ſt ill laſt nnta 
the end. But the feales, Ge. ut infra. 


Ihe Covenant of Grace that God hath made with His 


be thy Godgand she God of thy, feeds 
_ his Peqmife is to parents and children jointly, as compani - 
ens and fellow-tharers of the fame 
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buſineſſeʒ but g 


Fou meane 


chofen. Few were indued with ſaving grace 


or Infants: vindicated, 


parents, and children are joined together, as fellow. 

heites of the fame mercy, therefore we termed the Covenant 
fociali; and you conſeſſe that the force of the promiſe, con: 
cerning what God is, and will bee to His people, doth laſt 
Rill, unto the end of the world, and that this Covenant in re- 
fee of it’s duranee or continuance is fociall, even to all ge» 
verations. Very good. Then as Abr and bis Profe- 
lytes had their children in Covenant, put under the initiall 
le in their infaney, ſo are Chriſtians to have their children 
put under the initiall ſeale in their infancy, t ſocij promiffio~ 
ni eum parentih us. And in this I confeſſe you poe beyond 
your Maſter, though: yet you doe not come off clearely in 
oe on, let us heare your reſttiction 


| But the feales and peculiar privilédges belong only to belte. 
vers. Gal. 3. 22. Rom. 4. 13, 14. with Rom. g. compared with: 


and priviled ges a the Covenant are perſanall, and unto beles. 


ut infra. 
hat the fay 
the inward Grace fignified, and aflured by the outward feales. 
doe belong only to beleevers,.and true converts indued with 


. | ing benefits of this Covenant; and 


tenuing grace in Chrift, their myfticall head. And ſo it was 
under the Law like wiſe, for was as the ſand of the 


Sea, yet a remnant ſaved, and many are called, but ftw ate 
of the multi- 
tude that were put under the ſeale of the Covenant. And the 
Law was nothing bur C hriſt vailed, as the Goſpell is Aoſer 
unvailed. The Covenant is the fame, whichis, thar the feed 
woman fhall break the Serpents head. Gem 3, 13. And 
t Covenant (being made on occaſion of mans fall in 4- 
2 concerne mans deliverance from thraldomeander 
ane, and mans reſtitution unto 8 
| 3. : 


| 

7 

| 

| 

al, Gals 4, and fosnthy the peculiar benchts, 


promifes 


children te de :fealed 
could exdreife no faictt; nor maniſeſt che firme unte 


eme to being veaſbn· co ‘confirme what 


acw' open better promises: 
wars all Lincally, 

bis 


rae ‘She dochnpt fy, that eur Covenant is berter thun 
thers thee hich wage wirt e 
Ven. iy. but better than the Covenarit ua Ged ma with 


the ſewes in the day, e the hand to 


leade them out of FE Heb, 8. 5 And why better than 
— ewes eltablithed, 


obe ob Upon the 


nor, bin ſpdne brake it, nd ſe God te. 
nell yet iced fil 


grerd netchef 
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Gods holy Word. And you cannot maintaine your way, un- 
leſſe you overthrow fundamentals. And this is the juſt jud 
ment of God upon you, that while yo neglect the ig 
the Sanctuaty, you ſhould be given over to beleeve the muds 
die ſophiſmes of the Devils factours. The Covenant of Ged 
for ſubſtance is now the fame us it was unto the jewes. 
Que. What then doth the Apoſtle meane by the Cove 
nants, being better now under the Goſpell, if it was the fame 
Covenant tor ſubſtance under the Law 
>» Sol: View but the place, and the Epiſtle to the Hebrewes 
throughly, and you ſhall then fee; that nothing elſe can be 
meant, but a better Miniſtration or Liturgie, for the text tum 
thus : v. But now hath he obtained a more excellent Li- 
turgie or Miniſtty. by how much alſo He is the Mediatour of 
a better Covenant, which was eſtabliſted upon better pro- 
mi ſes. leb. 8. 6. Al better Covenant eſtabliſned on bettet 
promiſes. Now ſhe theſe better promifes are, and 
you have what the Apoftle meanes by the better Covenant, 
Chriſt ia nom Mediatour. Now cheſe better ate; 
I will put mj minder, and write them: in their 
hearts, and wil be to them God. and they ſball be to 
peoples. Aud they foal nut teach everyman hu neighbour, and 
ma bis brother, ſying, Know the Lard ; for all foall 
met from the leafh tothe greateſt, for I will be merciful 
to their cand their fiones, and their inigastios 
will no more. Heb. Bu bo, 
1. The Old Couchant had the Law written in tables of 
tone, but the Nes: hath the Law written in the hearts of 
the worſhippers 2 i. Me/es did miniſter the La untp the 
Jewes written in tables ol ſtone thus did the type: but Chriſt 
the anti doth miniſter Gods Lawes· Chriſtians, 
written in the fleſhly tables of the heart. Moſes could mi- 
niſter tnt letter of Gods Law unto the people, but WHo/es 
could not change the heart, and tene the minde of his peo · 


ple. bur Chriſt by his Miniſters ean change ithe heart, and re- 
ithe minde of his Worſnipperi. — 
220 preroga- 
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countenance, which glory mae to be done away: How 
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newed by grace; and what perfons foever have beene re- 
newed * fhall be renewed under the Goſpell; have, are, 
and ſhall be renewed by Chrift, and in Chrift. This Epiſtle 
to the Hebrewes was written by the Apoſtle unto the Jewes, 
and the end of the Apoſtle in writing this Epiftle, was to 


tale off the jewes from reſting on the workes of the Law, 


and Liturgie or Miniſtration of Meſes for falvation and eter- 
nall life, and to divert their mipdes unto jeſus Chrift the 
Prince of life , and to the miniftration of Chriſts bloud and 
ſpirit under the Gofpell, or New Teftament, or Covenant. 


And that the difference betweene the old Covenant under 


tMofes the type, and the new Covenant under Chrift the 


truth and anti-type, lyes not in the thing miniftred for mans 


eternall ſalvation, but in the miniſtration of Chrift to come, 


and already come, is cleare by that of Paul to the Corinthi- 


ant, 2 Cor. 3. 2, 18. Te are our epiftle written in our hearts, 
knowne, and read of all men. Feraſmuch as ye are manifeftly 
declared to be the epiftle of Chrift, miniſtred by ws, written not 


‘with inke, but with the Spirit of the living God; not in tables 


of fone, but in flefoly tables of the heart. And ſuch truft have 
we through Chrift to God-ward: Not that we arefufficient of 


eur felves to thinke any thing as of our felves , but our [uffici- 
ency ij of God. Who alfo bath made us able Miniſters, not ef — 


the letter, but of the Spirit : ¶ for the letter killeth, but the ſpi- 
rit giveth life.) But if the miniftration of death written, and 
engraven in ftones, was glorious, ſo that the children of Ifrael 
could not ſtedfaſtly behold the face of Mofes, for the glory of bis 
not 
the mini ſtrat ion of the ſpirit be rather glorious? For if the mi- 
be glory, — more doth 1 mini- 
Rration of righteouſueſſe exceed in glory. For even that which 


was made glorious, had no glory in thu reſpect, by reafon of the 
Flory that excelleth. For if that which is done away was glori- 
au, mach more that which remaineth is gloriom. Seeing then 


P we 


prerogative both under the Law,and under the Goſpell that 
_whatfoever per ſons formerly under the Law, have beene re- 
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we bave fuch hope, we ufe great plamneffe of eech. And not 
at Moſes, which put avayle over his face, that the children of 
Lfrael could not ftedfaft ly looke to che end of that which ts abo. 
Aged. But their mindes are blinded: for untill this day re. 
maineth the [ame vayle untaken away, in the reading of the 
Old Teftament i which vayle % done away in Chriff. Bur 
even unto this day, when Mofes it read, the vayle is upon their 
beart. Nevertheleffe when it (i.e. their heart) turne tothe 
Lord,the vayle foall be taken away. Now the Lord ts that pi. 
rit, and where the Spirit of the Lord u, there à liberty. Bus 
we all with open face, beholding as in a glaſſe the glory of the 
Lord, are changed into the ſame image, from glory to glory, 
even asby the Spirit of the Lord. And then, 4 bap. 4. 1. fe 
comes with this inference; viz. Therefore feeing we have thi 
Minifiry, oe. So then the difference lyes inthe miniſtrati- 
on, and not in the ſubſtance of the Covenant. Gods Cove 
nant of grace with man is nothing, but Chrift for falvation, 
Chrift in type, and Chrift in perſon : Chriſt in type before 
His Incarnation, and Chriſt in perſon fince. Here Chritt is 
faid to be the Mediatour of a better Covenant. And in the 
former chapter, Heb.7. 22. He is faid to be made a Surety of 
a better Teftament. This better Covenant comming in place 
did difanull the former. Heb. 7. i8. Now what did it diſi- 
null? Surely nothing but the Typicall and Mofaicall Litur- 
gie, or Miniſtration. And what did diſanull this ty picall mi- 
niſtration Surely nothing but the body of Chriſt offered up 
unto God once for all. Heb. 10. 1, io. Reade the g. chap. of 
‘Heb. In a word, the whole redounds to this much, the Sa- 
crifices which they offered up yeare by yeare continually 
under the Law, conld not make the commers thereunto per- 
“tet 1 as pertaining to the Conſcienee. Heb, 10. 1, 2. "Nay, 
‘could not fo much as malte him that did the fervice perfect. 


Hieb. g. g. But the facrifice of Chrifts body once for all,makes 
the commers thereunto perfect, as pertaining to the confci- 
ence. Heb. g. 14. And therefore Chriſt is the Mediatour of 
the people to 
whom 


better Covenant, than (Mo/es was. But 


vf 


. 
~ 
* 
— 
> 
* 
* 
7 
* 
4 
* 
4 
*w 
. 
1 
~ 
* 
* 
* 
* 
24 
2 


as, 


For Infants vindicated: 


whom Paul writes. this Epiſtle, and the end wherefore he 
wrote it, are al way es to be remembred ; and that will give a 
great deale of light unto what is herein written. 
06. If this be the meaning of the text, then here is no- 
thing in peculiar attributed to this miniſtration under the 
Gofpell; for under the Law the Elect were converted, and 
had — hearts changed, and renewed by Chriſt, and in 
Sol. Right. They had ſo. Grant but this, and grant my 


conclufion, and fo eſtabliſh the contradictory of your Cue. 
For if Chriſt made the ordinances of Grace effectuall to the 


converſion of Gods Elect under the Law, and doth the ſame 
under the Goſpell, then that and this is the ſame Covenant 
of Grace for ſubſtance; and ſo the difference muſt needs lye 


in the ad miniſtration onely. But Pauli controverſie lay with 


the Jewes , and mine lyes with the Anabaptiſts, both adver- 
faries to Chrilt and his Goſpell. The converfion of the Jews. 
under the Law is not to be aferibed unto thoſe typicall facri- 
fices, but unto Chriſt. which they did typifie: but the con- 
verſion of Gods Ele& under the Gofpell, is to be afcribed 
unto the facrifice of Chrift, the Capraine of our Salvation, as 
the proper cauſe thereof. The Law faid, Chriſt is to be ſa- 
crificed; the Gofpell ſayes, Chriſt is facrificed for us: And 


they both befpake the fame Chriſt for the ſpirituall benefit 


ofthe worſhippers; yet the Goſpell · miniſtration is to have 


the prerogative, for now our High- prieft is more excellent. 


Now we have aclearer manifeſtation of Gods love for eve- 
ry neceflity of the ſoule. Now. we havea Throne of Grace 
to goe to, every wheres Now wee have free acceſſe unto 
God, without bringing our facrifices unto others, who muſt 
(as types) offer them unto God for us. . 
2. The old Covenant (in the facrifices thereof) did a- 
gaine call to remembrance the ſinnes of the worfhippets e- 
very yeare, and ſo equld not make the commers thereunto 
perfect, as pertaining to the conſcience . Hed 10. 3, 4. The 
new Covenant (in wrapup.the 
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nant is eftablifhed to better ſubjects / I pra 


finnes of the commers thereunto in perpetuall oblivion, and 
makes the worfhippers perfect, as pertaining to the conſci- 
ence. Heb. 10. 13,18. Heb. 7. 24, 28. Heb. 9. 14, 15. And ſo 
now every worſhippet hath boldneſſe to enter into the Ho- 
lieſt by this one facrifice, and to draw neare unto God. Heb, 
10. 19, 22. And for this cauſe the ty picall miniftration muſt 


needs be inferiour, and the Gofpell miniſtration more excel- 


lent, ſublime, and anagogicall. Let theſe things be but ferioufly 
conſidered, and they will affoord you a great deale of light in 


reading that glorious Epiſtle of Paul to the Hebrewes. And 


in a word, grant me that Gods Elect under the Law were fa- 
ved by Gods free grace in ſeſus Chrift, in thoſe facrifices ty 
pified , as (if there be any {parke of ingenuity left in you) 
you mult needs acknowledge, and you hall grant that Co- 
venant,and this under the Gofpell, to be all one for ſubſtance; 
and ſo the difference betweene that and this to lye in the mi- 
niftration onely. But how fay you that this Goſpell · Cove - 
y. how better 
ſubjects ? you fay belee vers. But did God ſeale his Cove- 
nant under the Law to unbelee vers? How prove you that? 
To children in their infancy, therefore to unbeleevers. The 
inference is unfound, neither can you bring one text of Scrip- 
ture where it’s faid, that Infants of Jewes in Covenant were 
unbeleevers: And therefore let all men fee how well your 
Divinity agrees with the language of Scripture. If the 
Scripture termes infants of the Jewes the holy feed , then 
they are not to be termed unbeleevers ;-and therefore you 
{peake wickedly,and more than you can juftifie. Turne your 


Bible over, and by finding nothing for your purpoſe, yo 


fhall fee that you have faid nothing to the purpoſe. That. 
unbeleevers might have the ſigne of Circumciſion under the 
Law ! Oh abominable blaſphemy ! And the promifes under 
the Gofpell doe no more belong to beleevers, than they did 
to beleevers under the Law. They did and doe belong to 


_ Gods people in Covenant. And infants of baptized parents 
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will lye, 


ftians, ſeeing you confeffe that the 
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for Infants vindicdted. 


Well thus you argue: viz, 


: The promiſi of the Gofpell is onely to beleevers. 
But infants of Chriſtians are not beleevers. Ergo 
The promiſe of the Goſpel is not to infants of Chriftians. 


This SyZogi/me may well be termed a Solaciſme: But it 
may well paſſe in the Schoole of Anabaptiſts, for to ſpeake 
non-fence overthrowes not the principles of their Religion. 
But we have fhewed you before, That infants of Chriſtians 
are not Infidels , Ergo beleevers. And you fay afterwards, 
that infants are faved by the Election, and therefore (fay I) 
the promife of the Gofpell belongsuntothem. But haply 
you had forgotten what you faid here; as indeed, he that 
need have a good memory, otherwife a fluent 
tongue will quickly difcover a knaves heart. And now give 


me leave to put in my plea for our poore infants. 


Thus I argue for them: vid. 
Al the Ele& have right to the promife of the Goſp̃el.. 
But fome infants of Chriftians are Ele, Ergo 7 
Some infants of (hriftians have right to the promife of the 

Gofpell. | 
And then againe, thus: viz. 

Such as have right to the promife of the Gofpell, have right 
unto the initiall feale 7 the Gofpell. 42 7 at 

But fome infants of Chriftians have right to the promifes 

of the Goppell, Ergo 

Some infants of Chriftians have right unto the initial 

Seale of the Goſpell. 


. Queft. Why then doe you baptize all Infants of Chri- 
promife of the Goſpell be- 
longs only to the ele@? = 


nfm, And why doe you baptize any at all, though they 
| P 3 8 give 
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give teſtimony of faith by practice and confeffion, feeing you 
confeffe, that the promife belongs only to Gods elect? For 
if the certaine knowledge of a perſons election mult. bee the 
ground of baptizinguntous, then you fhall never baptize 
any, but every particular perfon mutt baptize himſelfe: For 
no man by erdsnary grace can have certaine knowledge of 
another mans election. But you will fay, that albeit wee 
know, that there bee many reprobates borne within the 
Church, and many hypocrites may make a fhew of faith by 
profeſſion ſ and not have it in truth) yet when they come 
one and one unto us by profeffion of faith, we have a chari - 
table perfwafion that this and that man fo. profeffing is ol 
Gods election · And fo ſay wee, that albeit wee know doctri. 
nally that diverfe Infants borne within the Church are repro- 
bates, yet as they come to us one and one upon the evidence 
olf Gods Covenant engraven upon them by birth, wee have a 
charitable petrfwafion that this and that Infant is of Gods 
election. | | | | 
Quest. Why then doe you not baptize the Infants of 
thoſe that are without the Church, as Turks and Infidels, if 
1 perſwaſion of Gods election be warrant enough 
Sol. We anſwer, that ſuch Infants are not borne under 
the Covenant, neither are their parents under the ſeale of 
— and the Scripture no where termes ſuch Infants 
holy, as it doth every where the children ofthe Church. And 
this is a direct anfwer unto ef. R. in the 6. page of his 
childith book, entituled the vanity. of childiſd Baptiſme. The 
Adoption belongs to the children of the Church, and not to 
| the children of aliens. And therefore this: prophane Affe 
{peaks wickedly in his ¢ moft ferious thoughts. what ( ſay es 
he) M it be a warrantable ground for us to adminiſter Baptiſine 
to all Infants, becanfe that fome particular Infants are elected, 
the fame reaſon it will follow, that Naptiſine may lawfully be 
Adwiniſtred to every man and woman in the world, becanfe a~ 
mong them alſ wee may judge that fome are elected. page: . 
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for Infants vindicated. 


Thefe ſtout words of his doe as well beare before them a pro- 
feſſed quarrell againſt God for Circumciſion, as againſt us for 
Baptiſme. Why might not ſuch an helliſd blasphemer fay 
unto God. Whatꝰ It it be a warrantable ground for us, to 
adminiſter circumcifion to all Male- Infants of ſewes, becauſe 


ſome particular Infants of them are elected, then by the fame 


reafon it will follow, that circumcifion may lawfully bee ad- 
miniſtred unto every Male in the world, becauſe among them 
alſo we may judge that ſome are elected; why then doeſt thou 
not command circumciſion to be adminiſtred unto them alfo? 
Surely to this God would fay, ti us; vix. It any among other 
nations in the world, doe belong unto Mine election, they 
ſhall become Proſelytes unto the Church, and come in by 
profeffionin the Meffias, but when thefe Proſelytes are put 
under my ſeale, their Infants ſhall be circumciſed in their in- 
fancy, though moſt of them be reprobates. And fo fay wee, 
if there be any of Gods elect among the aliens, they fhall be- 
come proſelytes to the Chriftian C burch, and fo be baptized 


upon the confeision of their faith in Chrift, but for the In- 
“fants ot tho ſe Chriftian Proſelytes, they ſhall all bee baptized 


in their infancy, as the children of the Covenant, though 
moſt of them may be reprobates, election and reprobation be- 
ing not the ground of our miniſtration or not miniſtration, 
but the Covenant under which per ſons are borne. And thus 
you may fee how wildly this Affe doth reafon, and yet what 


a great fhew doth he make of his Greek. But if he be the Au- 


thour of this pamphlet, that ſome report to be, then to my 
knowledge, he is not overſtored either with Greek or Latin. 
And ſurely had he ever come to the paſſive voice of verbes in 
the Greek Grammar, and learned to decline 2@]Jouas with his 


| breechesdowne about his heeles , and a good fharp pæda- 


gue doing jufticeupon his pofteriors, he would ever after 


0 
bev taken heed, ot playing ſuch prankes as hee hath in his 


childith treatife, wherein few things concerne our preſent 


duſineſſe; and in this tractate you may have matter ſufficient 
anſwer the Anabaptiſts, about the point of pedo» 
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and to ſeale up their lips too. But let us proceed. Say on, 
what elſe you have to alleadge. +) er 


| Anabaptiſt. 


Againc, their being under the Covenant ts not fufficient to 
give them the feale of Baptifme. For sf fo, then thofe }ewes in 
the fecond of the Acts, who were within the Covenant, might 
have been baptized all and wholly. But wee finde there, that 
though the Apoftles preach t unto the Nation of the fewes , yet 
none were baptized, but they that received the word gladly 
verfe 41. Co then we fee, that their being within the Covenant — 
— the Apoftles preaching unto them) could give them the 


Seale of Baptiſine, but it was their beleeving of 
t 


the word, And fo likewife of the Gentiles , the Promife of the 
‘Covenant did belong unto the Gentiles too, as well as to the 

ewes, yet I find not one example in all the book of God, where 

ew or Gentile was baptized, but only upon their confeffion of 
Cbriſt, and beleeving the Gospel. So that ſuppoſe wee grant 
you, as much as you defire, which is, that we are under the Co- 
venant, yet this is not ſuſſiciont to give as proper right unto the 
Seales and priviledges of the Covenant, untill wee come to be. 


leeve and confeffe eſus Chrift. 
Anfmer. 


Tobe under the Covenant fo, as to acknowledge Jefus 
Chrift ( the ſonne of the Virgin Aary) to be the Meſſia and 
Saviour of the world, was ſufficient to give men right unto 
the Sacrament of Baptifme. But the Iewes did not fo, they 


denied the Holy One, and killed the Prince of life A@s 3. ia. 


15. They look’t upon Him, as one accur ſed, and hanged Him 
on a tree. And in this they renounced the Covenant, and did 
depofe themſelves, and their children from the title they 
had. att. 27. 25. Thofe Jewes were borne under the 
Covenant, and fo 88 were circumcifed , but now 
inrenounceing Chrilt, they did renounce the Covenant they 


bad title to by birth, and fo were not to have the new ap- 


pointed 
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for Infants vindicated. 


pointed ſeale of Baptiſme, till they ſhould receive Chrift je- 
fi, The old miniſtration (as it looked towards the Afeffiae 
to come) was now out of date, and to be done away, for the 
Meffias was come · And a ne w ſeale of entrance was ſet up, 
which might aſſure them that He was Lord and Chriſt whom 
to death. 2. 36, 37. They were now to ac- 
knowledge, that this was the Chriſt, and fo to bee baptized 
into His Name. A Saviour they did look for, and now this 


i He. So then this fetch will not ſerve your turne. It proves 
firmly what is required of ſuch as are to be made Chriſtians, 
but it will not reach unto born Chriſtians. That which is here 


ſpoken concerning examples, is but a repetition of what you 


‘bid before, and there you are anfwered. Eh 


Alnabaptiſt. 


‘gies, yon demand further of the Anabaptifts, where 


Commiffion is tobaptize. As for the word (eAnabaptifis 
difclaime the [enfe 7 it, but as it iᷣ a flanderou reproach thar 
i caft upon us for the caufe of Chrift, we therein rejoice in it. 
But to anſer your demand thus ; you would know where our 
Commi ffion is, we anfwer from the Commiffion of (brift. Mat. 
28. 19. Where Chrift bids His Difciples to teach all nations, 

to obferve whatfoever Hee commanded them. Now Hee com- 
manded to teach them before Baptiſme, and fo the Difciples 
were to teach all nations to follow the like rule. Bare 


Anxſwver. 


l demanded whence you had your calling, or Ordination 

to baptixe at all. Neither can you by the word of God juſtiſie 

your practice of preaching, and adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
for you have neither extraordinary calling immediately from 
God (as had ohn the Baptif? and the Apoſtles) nor ordinary 
(from any Presbytery) unto that weighty function, which 
the ableſt and holieſt ſervants of God have been afraid to 
venture upon. And for you to take your turnes, and goe on 
in courſe, as if it Pedlar, 
Jour, 
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lour, and Felt · monger to meddle with, argues clearely. thar | 


you were never men of Gods ſending, but have your Com- 


miſſion from the devill, and not from Chriſt (as we have no. 
ted before.) And now yon tell me a tale of a Tub. that you 
derive your Commiſſion from CMarth. 28. 19 where you 
ſay, that Chrift bids His Difciples to teach all nations to ob. 
ſerve whatfoever He commanded them. Where you would 
lay this foundation, namely, that if a man bea Difciple, then 
he may teach and baptize, and fo the Miniſteriall function 
ſhall be no peculiar function. But if you look back upon the 
16 verſe of that chapter you ſhall finde, that the Diſciples 
unto which Chrift gave this Commiſſion, were the eleven 
Apoſtles, called there by the name of the eleven Diſciples. 
And therefore you belie the Lord, and pervert Hu word. 
And then you ſhuffle in your owne confufions and gloſſes, a2 
-whatfoever the Apoſtles did in their miniſtration, all ſuccee- 
ding Churches, and Miniſters muſt doe, which is moſt falſe 
aud impious. For (as we have ſhewed before) there were 
ſome things belonging to the Apoſtolicall miniſtration, that 
fucceeding Chutches muſt not look for like. And whereas 


Fou intimate, that the Apoſtles were to teach all nations to 


follow their practice. in teaching the perſons to be baptized, 
before. they admit them to Baprifme , herein you utter 
ſtrange confuſion. For all that you can conclude from the 
20. verfe, of Mauth. 28. (which is, teaching them to ob- 
ſerve whatſoever command you) redoundes only to this, 

viz. Teach them to obſerve erer command you to 
teach them i but not to this, vid. Teach them to obſerve 
whatfoever I have commanded you to doe in your extraore 
dinary and Apoſtolicall miniſtration, that command them to 
doe in theit ordinary, and paſtorall miniſtration. And yet 


your ſtrict urging ot the letter will neceſſatily redound to 


this, and ſo every ordinary Miniſter muſt plant foundations, 
have an unerring ſpirit. deliver a new canon of divine faith, 
and worthip, and confirme their docttine by miracles. And 
Shusyoufee; how for want of diſtinguiſhing you. being, 
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ſcerne the depths of Satan in you. And whereas you inti- 
mate that the cauſe of Anabaptiſts is the cauſe of Chriſt, you 
therein {peak blaſp hemy. for — canſe is the cauſe of the 
divell, and not the cauſe of Chrift. And you corrupt and adul- 
terate every text of Seripture that you alleadge for the main- 
tenance of your tenents, which is not a note of Chriſts Diſci- 
ples, but a character of the devills factours. 
Furt ber you affirmed in your firft Sermon, that whatfoever 
was fet up as an ordinance, in the worfhip of God, muft bave 
its warrant from Chrift; fo fay we, and cloſt with you , but the 
(baptizing of Infants , bath no expref[e warrant from Chriff, 
therefore may not be fet up, an 


Anſwer. 


Lour whole trade lies in fhifting, 

you as well underſtand what I ſaid, as your A. R. under - 
ſtands Greek, But as that Grammarleſſe Affe would wipe off 
a juſt aſperſion, that is caſt upon you, as if no Scholler would 
countenance your cauſe, or makes a great flourifh with his 
Greek, and yet fcarce ever learned his Greek Alphabet, 
fo you make a great flourifh with your Commiffion and war- 
rant,as ifin the name of Chrift you would convent the whole 
world before your tribunall, and every truth (char Minifters 
doe utter) muſt ſpeak the language of an Anabaptiſt. What 


if I affirmed, that whatfoever was to bee fet up as an ordi- 


hance in the worfhip of God, muſt have its warrant from 
Chrift ? Doth this warrant your inference, viz. Baptizing 
of Infants hath no expreffe warrant from Chriſt, chere fore no 


‘warrant from Chrift at all. Your fpeech implies} 26 if you 


could not deny, but that there is warrant from Chriſt for bap- 

tizing of Infants of Chriftians, but you would ſhift off the. 
matter by calling for an expreſſe warrant. I thought that a 
generall propofition had to warrant ite 
82 
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“Jars. As; every man is a reafonable creature , ergo an Anabap- 
tilt is a reafonable creature. But haply though the An- 
tecedent be true, yet the confequent will not hold, So like. 
wiſe, all the children of the Church are baptized, or to bee 

baptixed, ergo Infants of baptiaed parents are baptized, or to 

be baptized. This confequence will bold with all teaſonable 

men, but not with Anabaptiſts, ergo Anabaptiſts are no rea- 
ſonable men. And thus in all your difcourfes you doe nothing 
burt toye and baffle. However I think your diſputations to 

be as good. as your preaching, and farre more warrantable. 

? I ſaid that in that all power is given unto Chriſt by vertue of 
His glorious re ſurrection,. therefore wee are to fet Him up as 
the Lord of our faith, and as our King and Law-giver, and 
ſo yeeld unto Him divine worſhip and honour, obeying 

Him in all things that Hee ſhall fay unto us. And all this is 
whole ſome and good, but how well this doth warrant your: 
inference, let all men judge. 
ik 4 you aske, what become of Infants in the fiate of infancy, 

Ftbey dye before Bapti{me, whichuaqueftion, that many doe 
ashe, and therefore me thought good to anfwer it, thus; That 
ve muſt commend them to. Gods free election, and extraore 
dinary.meanes of falvation, For a child is not capable of the ore 
dinary meancs, as the word, and Sacraments. Now the Apo- 
le faith, that faith comes by hearing, and an Infant i not cae 
pable of hearing, fo aé to under ſtamd the word, and ſo conſo- 
quently not of faith wrought hy the ordinary meanes, and with. 
ont faith wee cannot pleafe God ; neither can wee bee faved. So 
then by the ordinary. meanes that God hath appointed to bring 
men to falvation, we cannot judge Infants by this meanes to be 
ed. But children are, and may bee faved, and therefore wee 
dae them te Gods extraordinary. meanes, to bring them ta 


Here you look upon me, a 4 man confuted in all his te- 
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nonts, and ſtanding almoſt mute, and having but a queſtion 
or two, to propound unto his antagoniſt, even ready to ſub- 
ſeribe unto the contradictories of his owne conclufions. You: 
have ſate in C ommiſſion upon me, and found matters very 
foule on my ſide. By ſound evidences of Scripture, and de- 
monſtrative rea ſons, you have anfwered all my arguments, 
and more you would if I had alleadged them. And now to 
prevent future fcruples, that might arife in my conſcience, 
and to confirme me in your expreſſe way of pious facriledge, 
you affoile another doubt, which might deterre weak conſci- 
ences from your Apoftolicall practice. The queſtion (which 
here you unanſwerably reſolve, and which many have pro- 
3 — unto you) is, what becomes of Infants that dye un- 
ptized ? And here you anſwer, that. wee muſt commend 
ſuch Infants to Gods free election, and extraordinary meanes 
ol ſalvation. And your reafon for this is very pregnant, namely 
becauſe ſuch children are not capable of the ordinary meanes. 
Well, you fay, that ſuch children are faved by Gods ſtee ele- 
ction, as the caufe, And for the meanes they are. extraordi- 
nary. But what thoſe extraordinary meanes are, wee are as 
flururre to ſeck, as if you had ſaid nothing. I thought they had 
been ſãved by Chriſt and the ſpirit of grace, as the internall 
ordinary meanes of falvation, appointed of the Father for the 
falvation of His elect. But (I pray) are ſuch Infants as you: 
{peak off, faved by regeneration, or without regeneration?’ 

If without regeneration ſuch Infants are faved, and goe to 
heaven, then flefh and blood may enter into the Kingdome of 
heaven, perfons without regenerating grace, and ſo perfons in 

their natural effate may be glorified,among the Saints in ligt. 
I by tion, then children are capable of regeneration 
in their infaney, and often are regenerated in their infancie, 

for they often die in their infancie, and goe to heaven, by 

your owne confeſſion. Now if they are capable of regenera» 
tion in their infancie, then they are capable of Baptiſme (the 
ſcale oft cir infandie. And hence I forme 
this ent Diets To. 11119 
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\ Children of baptized parents are regencrablein their infane 
Children of baptized parents are baptizable in their infancie, 

The conſequence is found, the antecedent may be 
| gon children in their infancie are oftentimes regenerated, 
Such children in their infancie are regenerable. 


Nov let us compact, what you fay, and what we fay (tous 
ching this point) together, and contrive both into one en- 
tire Syllogiſme, and fo meet as friends in the fame concluſi- 


, thus; | 


1 


Such as goe to heaven and are [faved are regenerated [ay we. 
But elett Infants that die unbaptiæed goe to heaven, and 


are faved, fayzon, Ergo 
Ds aswell as we muſt fay that elect Infants which die unbap- 
are Javed and végenerated, 


And this confutes your owne concluſion, for regeneration 
is the ordinary meanes of ſalvation, and: elect Infants that 
die unbaptized are faved by regeneration. And hence, thus 
‘Tinterre the contradictory of your conclufion, viz, 

Regeneration the ordinary meanes of [alvation. 
Bur that die unbaptized are faved by 
_ Elett Infants that die unbaptizxed are faved by the ordinary 
Aud this refutes you, and like a rod of iron daſhes in peeces 
the earthen veffell of your champion A. R. page 2. 7. where · 
in he feems to {coffe at our thankſgiving for baptifimall rege- 
neration of Infants . whereas wee may without b/u/ing 
7 ptiſme, as for the regeneration of an alien after Bap- 
dime, that comes in upon the teſtimony of his faith. Fer 
charity is the ground of our thankſgiv ing here, and there. 
Au oc his exception drawn from the calling of our Mini- 
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tifme,for the Anabaptiſts doe ſimply oppoſe pædo· baptiſme. 


precious book wherein Bradjoaw deceaſed is vindi- 
cated a 


not anfwered by any of the contrary: partie. And therefore 
Authors, argues his purpofe 


Fer, either to repentance, or to the judg 


my judgement about this point of pædo · baptiſme, that the 


Jour lights And: his: reaſon is a very materiall one, becaufe 


(ay you) is 
as the word 
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ſters, that was needleſſe, for if Infants are not capable of 2 
Baptifme, then let the Miniſters calling bee never ſo right. 
their baptizing of infants molt he a nullity, and they ſhould 
ſinne in 13 of them. And fo his difcourfe concerning 
dipping and ſprinkling is alſo needleſſe, for if children were 
dipped in their infancie, yet their Baptifme mutt needs be ine 
valide, becauſe Infants. And fo the Affe, might have faved a 
great deale of labour, and kept to the point of pado-bap- 


not as miniſtred by ſuch perfons, nor as adminiftred in ſuch 
a manner, for they hold 1 to be ſimply unlawfull 
in it felfe. As for the controverſie of the calling of Minifters, 
you may read rad ſbam againſt Fohnſon, and the Authour of 
the bool entituled the unreaſonableneſſe of the ſeparation, 


gainſt the calumnies of Can the Bromniſt. Alfo two 
worthy treatiſes of famous M Bal deceafed, And lately Ra- 


therford a famous and learned Scot, and many moe which are 


for A. R. to {peak at randome, without refutation of theſe 
rather to calumniate, then to e- 
diſie and certiſie conſcience. But to leave this ſenſeleſſi mons 
ement of the great 
day, I return to you againe. I tell you that all your redarguti- 
ons are rather confirmations, then re futations unto me. And 
what miſery is this; All the ableſt Miniſters in the land, are of 


Prophecie of Clem. Writer the Factour might be fulſilled, ſay- 
ing, that it a thought that Minifters ſbonſd be the laſt men, in 
the Church of England , unto whom God would reveale this 


(faid he) they know this light, but doe bide it from the people, 
and will not bold it forth ante them. But to proceed. A child 
notcapable of the ordinary meanes of falvation, 
and Sacramenrs. I anſwer, that a child indeed 


is not capable of in. 
| | n, 
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frrution, but what? Therefore not at all. I deny that cone 
fequence, for there is another way of baptiſmall entrance in. 


to the Church, and that is by birth as a Chriftian-borne, be. 


caufe borne of baptized parents : and of this baptiſmall en- 


trance a ehilde is capable. Thus you ſeeme to argue: vic. 


i 7 he Ward and Sacraments are the onely ordinary meanes te 


But elett infants ars not capable of the Word and Sacras 


mente, Er 


Ele& infants are not capable of the ordinary meanes of fale 
ation, 


This is your naturall ſophiſtry, and both propoſitions are 
unſound, and liable to juſt exception. But to the major, we 


fay, that the Word and Sacraments are not the onely ordi- 


nary meanes of falvation ; for there is Chriſt and the Spirit 
of Grace, which are ordinary meanes of ſalvation alfo, 
And elect infants that die unbaptized, are faved by Chrift, 
and the Spirit of Grace. There are internall- ordinary means 


ol falvation, as well as externall-ordinary means of ſalvation. 


Aud the Spirit 


let cleat infants die unbaptized yet they are faved by 


And therefore, though your Logicke hath made fooles of 
your felves, yet it cannot make fooles of us. Thus we argue 
againſt your Paralogifme and wicked fallacy , and we chale 
lenge you to anſwer us: viz, 


ift and the Spirit of Grace are ordinary meanes of [ale 

Jut elett infants that die unbapticed are faved by Chrif 

| ofGrace, Ergo 

Blett infants that die unbaptized, are faved by ordinary 


Chriſt and the Spirit of Grace, and ſo (by neceſſary conſe - 
quence) by ordinary meanes of ſalvation, There is no falla - 
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woe 


cy nor fophittry in this Syllogifme , arid both propéfitions 


are undenyable; and we need no ſuch ſhifts to maintaine 


“Gods truthes as you have, to put a colour upon your hereſies. 


And this takes away your thicke covering, whereby you 


_ went about to darken knowledge. 


Againe you fay, that an clea infant can have no faith 
wrought by the ordinary means: And thisaffertion is groun- 
ded too, upon a falfe ſuppoſition; for the outward ordinary 


meanes of faith are not the onely ordinary meanes of faith. 


An elect infant may have faith by Chriſt, the Author of faith; 


and by the Spirit of Grace, the Spirit of faith sand Chrittand 


the Spirit are ordinary meanes of faith. And of availe too, 
when the outward are wanting. But the ourward are of no 


‘availe, where theſe are wanting. And that an elect᷑ infant 
‘that dies unbaptized hath faith, may thus be evinced. You 


fay, That without faith we cannot pleaſe God, then fich 
as God have faith. Thus I argue then 


Such as pleaſe God, eve 


But elett infants that die Goi, 
Elett infants that die have faith. 


The propofition (I fappofe ) you will not ain-fay ; the 
aſſumption haply you require me to me good, Thos then 
prove 1 it: 


Such as goe to heaven, and are faved, doe pleafe God, 

But infants (fay you) that die 2 te 
Heaven, and are faved , Ergo 

that die unbaptized ( fy 54. c. 


Dor haply you doe not fo much deny cheir having of 
faith, as their having of faith by — meanes. ttm men 


| T thasevinee bis. 


and the Spire of Grace ae meaner of 
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‘But eledt infants that die unbaptixed have faith by Chri 
wend the Spirit of Grace, Ergo 
infanta that di prized luue faith, by ordinary 
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And thus you fee, —— tra ſſi on your fide, and meere 
jugling, and you can as well maintaine your cauſe, as your 
Crowne of Englands 
we have runne over your chicfeft arguments, a 
briefe as we could. We deſire you would not take it offenfively 
From us, that we have beene fo tedious in writing unto you , for 
we could have beene lar ger in many Ping, but that we were 
fearefull of tedion[neffei And if there be any thing, wherein 
we are miftaken, we defire information, and we deſire to fubmit 
to the judgement of judicious and reafonable men,whether your 
reafons be not anfwered. If you can overthrow clearely (by 
the Word of God) thefe anfwers, we will cry peccavi; if n 
eannot, we expel according to former promifes, that you 
Should cry peccavi. 
Tou have tunne over my arguments indeed, but you have 
not refuted any one of them. They all ſtand unmoveable a8 
Mount Zion, and the glory of the Lord is upon them. And 
as for your tediouſneſſe, thats not fo offenfive unto me, as 
your abſurd reafonings. And for your miſtakes, I have ſhew- 
ed them unto you for your information. And if you will 
ſubmie to judicious and rea ſonable men, fo will 1; And for 
this canfe I have publifhed this Treatiſe. And whether I 
Have dealt untaithially with Gods holy Word, either in my 
oSermons, ox in this mine Anſwer to your Objections, leave | 
to the cenſure of the godly — And if yoa, or any of 
vyour ſide, can fay any thing more. that is mater iall againſt the 
Point of Pado · baptiſme, I ſhall (by Gods helpe) give 200 
Cu 
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as to 
‘of Jeſiu Chriſt, that as yet you oppeſe; and fo likewife for aur 


in I oppoſe a truth of Chrift Jefas. 


gregation at Cran 


jor I Infants: vindicated, 


ſuch fach fꝛtisfaction, whereby you (through Gods bleifing) th thal 
be able to fee, that they were from the Devill, and not tom 


Clriſt. that led you into this way of re. “baptizing. 


Anabaptiſt. 


tber we the Lord to adde bis bloffing: 
jour hearts to embrace every truth 


felves. And we to the of 


) that I doe appofe 0 way of 
he Pado-baptifme, and that here- 
and a taking of Gods Name — 

your prayer is impious, and a 0 vaine. 
And you pray unto God to bleſſe your wicked endeavours, 
in going about to perſwade my heart, to embrace not - 
truth, but a lye. This proves evidently, that God is patient, 
and that the Devill is impudent. And is this the good ftuffe 
that you would have to be read before the whole Congre- 


Tour meaning is pasha 
the Anabaptiſts, and ſtand 


gation at Cranham , as you deſire in your Pofticripr? Your 


defire is more then granted, you defired to have it as publike 
as Cranham , and I have made it as publike as England. Its 
now in a faire way to be read at London, at Yorke, at EBxce- 
ter, at Briftoll, at Gloucefter, at Worcefter; and where not, as 
God ſhall direct it. And I hope my brethren will make it 
knowne to more Co ations than (renbam , forthe in- 
formation of Gods people in the truth, I hope that was 
your end in deſirin ey ee read to the whole Con- 
and not revenge on me for keeping 
wavering foules of that Congregation, from panning ime 


But now to your three Quettions, which you fibjoyne — 


an apperidix'to your.exeeptions N 
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ture fir the baptizing of f Infants ? Unto > this: we fay, ys tha the 
queſtion favoursimore of curioſity, than of conſeience. But 
ſeeing you may make bold (as you fay) to propound thia 
eftion unto me, and defire me to anſwer you punctually by 
the Scripture, or not at all. I make bold to urge you with 
one argument, and deſire you to anfwer me, either by Scrip. 
ture, or Right reaſon. Thus 1 e in W anſwer to 


per fos knowne to be the wif Grace are. 
to have the Covenant put under the initial feale unta 
_ them by expreffe warrant of Scripture. 
Bat all infants of Chriſtiaut are knewne to be under the Con 
denant of race, Ergo 
All infants of Clriſtiant are to have the Cournans of Grace 
pot under the initial ante 2 r. var. 


chis Sy Ho} or either propofition if you 
‘cam. The major (I * you will not deny: The mi- 
nor is as undenyable. But, if —— aul paſſe 
with you , that you: will 


tben all rn are ander the Co 
wenant of Grace. ier) bey 
Grace, Ego 
ofl Anfants of parents are — the Covenant 
Haply you will — the fequell of the major sega 
you — — — and irra- 
tiona itie : For eg valida, Thus, 
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E the Covenant of Grace: joynes parents and children toge - 
tber, as infeparable and immediate companions; then if 
all Chriftian parents are under the Covenant of Graces 
all Infants of Chriſtian parents are under the Covenant 
Joi the Covenant of Grace joynes parents and children to- 
getber, as inſeparable and immediate companions; fayings 
Iwill be thy God, and the God of thy feed. Ergo 
I all Chriftian. parents are under the (ovenant of Grace, 
all infants of Chriſtian parents are under the Cove~ 


And now an{wer, or give over your fooleries, nay ſacrile- 
gious practices, and impious diſſolution of Gods holy Cove- 
nant with his people, and their feed, A wickedneſſe haplß 
not ſo well ſeene of you. whom: fubtile heads ſeduce with 
good words, and faire ſpeeches, the very method of the De- 
vils agents: Rom. 16. 17, 18. And thus we have ſhaken your 
triumphall argument, with which you have miſ· led many 
an honeſt heart. the mote is the pity: And it may be juſt 
with God to ſcourge this Nation for our too much conni> 
vence at you. Hight offences deſerve ſharper cenſures. And 
to forbeare correction. is to difhonour Gods image in Supe - 
riours, and to throw downe Authority for Sedition to tram- 
ple upon. It your way muſt ſtand. adieu Religion; and let 
us all turne Atheiſts. And ſo mach for anfwer to your firſt 


ion is, What Infants doe receive in 


Japtiſme Which queſtion ( propounded by an Anabap- 
tiſt) implyes this blafpbemy:: vid That Infants receive no 
benefit by baptiſme. But unto this quære we fay, that In- 
fants of Chriſtians, by baptiſme have the Covenant put un- 
der ſeale unto them, as their native priviledge. The Cove- 
nant under which they were borne , makes them Holy by 
birth. And Baptiſme under the Goſpell is the initial ſeale 
ol that holy Covenants A ſesle by diy inſtitution annexed 
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‘Thee being bore 
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unto’ that holy — And unto this determination we 
defire either your brotherly ann or rationall diffen- 
tion from the fame. ) 
3. Your third and laſt is, Why, and to what end we bap: 
tic Infants? And this is anfwered already, as in all our dif. 


courſe, ſo in our anſwers to your two former queſtions. But . 


ſurther we ſay, 1. That infants of Chriftians are part of 
Gods portion and inheritance, and therefore we Will not let 
them lie in the curſed condition ot aliens, but ſeale them in- 
to Gods peeuliar. For it were ſactiledge to make thoſe 


common, and uncleane, which God hath ſet apart unto 
himſelfe as holy. 2. For the childrens good we conſectate 
them unto Gods care, by baprizing them into the name of 


the ſacręd Trinity. God the Father is now their father, and 
„ his children: God the Sonne is their Saviour, and 
are his members : God the Holy Ghoſt is their: Sans 
ait er, and they are his Temple 

0. But you fay that the Covenant made them ach bee 


Fel. Ire, and nothing but | putting of the 

0b. But you —— all without difference; 

tized onely the elect; the matter were more tolerable. 
Fol. Though diverfe borne within the Church are re 
probates, yet as they come one and one unto us, we a Pe 
fay, that this or that childe is a reprobate :: Hee may be an 
elect veſſell for ought we know. And the adæqu ate and of 
daptiſme adminiftred, is not falvation of the ba speed. Bas 
of God is the prineipall end, namely the otyet " 

ular mercy in the falvation of his elect; and etd 72 a 

Gods ſultice in che unexcuſe of t obate, 28 40 

mini firations in the Church ſarvs fur the G mercy 
und yaftice. We put them all under the initial feale of the 
Gofpell, chat they may be made ſubject to the Gofpell 2 
be jaded by the Goſpell. For the ſeeret of e 
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f under the holy Covenant, is fu fficient to worrant our mini- 


firation. And to know who are elect. and who are repro. 
bates, is no more needſull to the miniſtration of baptiſme, 


than it was to the miniſtration of circumciſion among the 
" Jewes ;; that being che initiall ſeale of the fame holy Cove- 


naut unto them, as baptiſme is now unto us. For they by 
circumeifion were incorporated into Chriſt to come, by that 


type of Chriſt upon their ſieſn, and we by baptiſme are in- 
cor porated into Chriſt already come. And by our being 
waſhed with water in baptiſme, we are aſſured that Chriſt 


hath ſhed his bloud to waſh away our ſinnes, and to make 
us cleane in Gods fight , and that that Jefus the Sonne of the 
Virgin Mary, which the Jewes put to death under Pon- 
tius Pilate, (and hanged him on a tree) was the very Chrift,. 


and that we doe depend on him alone for Salvation, and 
doe looke for no other Saviour. And now becaufe you: 


boaſt of a new light, which God in former ages hath not 


held forth to his Church, haply by this light you may an- 


fwer Saint efwguffines argument againſt re-baptizing Do- 
natiſts, which none of your fide could ever anfwer hitherto. 
to this day. You fay wee have no true baptiſme in our 
Church, becaufe our baptiſme is adminiſtred alwayes to per- 
fons in their infancy. If no Baptifme, then no Church, faith: 


. Saint eduguftine, &. But to apply his argument to our 
Church againſt you Donatilts, If there be no Baptiſme in 
our Church, then no Chureh; if no Church, then whence: 


had you your Church and Baptiſme. Shew us your Com- 


miſſion to fet up a new Church, and Baptiſme new. I won-- 


der that your 4. R. a man fo throughly verfed-in the Fathers. 


(as he would make his reader beleive. page 2.) had notun- 


tyed this knot. To fay that Chrift the head may be without a 
body for ſome time in this world, is Arminianiſme. For if the 


Church, and with it Baptiſme was loſt, then for that time 
Chriſt had no body in this world. And to fay that the 


Church was loft here, and not ſhew that you have derived 


your Commiſſion elſe · where, is to ſpeake abſurdly, ~ 
| Acale 
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— 
deale wickedly. Shew out of Gods Word , 

on then, I fay not to baptize beleevers; and — 
up, but to baptixe at all Which Commiſſion untill you pro. 
duce, I thall conclade that you are rather infatuat by the 


can reply any thing materiall , you ſhall (by G 
Hhelpe) be anſwered. But for your giddy 
Ties and idle non - ſenſe, I ſhall throw it 


Derill, chan inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt. And 8 
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BEING 


all chat hath paſſed ſince 


the removing of the Army from 
Beverley to fottingham. 


THE 


of and Ammunition that is 


Atried to the Common Hall | 
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